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REPLY TO WILBERFORCE'S 
CHURCH AUTHORITY. 



THE name of Wilberforce is associated with re- 
miniscences of piety, active philanthropy and 
eloquence : whatever appears under that name 
claims from the reader a favourable consideration. 
The inquiry of the late Archdeacon of the East 
Riding of Yorkshire into the principles of Church 
authority has been published as his vindication for 
deserting the Anglican, and for joining the Roman, 
section of the Catholic Church, which step he took 
a few weeks afterwards. The newspapers have in- 
formed us that " he was a double first class man at 
Oxford:" this academical phrase means, in plain 
language, that he distinguished himself both as a 
classical and as a mathematical scholar. The 
author, therefore, possesses every natural and ac- 
quired advantage for the accomplishment of the 
work which he undertook. 

The position maintained in this book is, that our 
Lord " associated," or took into partnership with 
Himself, the apostle Peter for the building of the 
Church. The relationship of the other Apostles to 
Peter is not stated ; but as they arp aaifl tof be use- 
less without Peter, and Peter to be sufficifeM without 






4 THE NATURE OF THE CHURCH. 

them, it is to be presumed that the author considers 
them only as so many clerks of the works. When 
our Lord left the earth His associate Peter was left 
behind, and when Peter died, it is said that he be- 
queathed his share of the partnership to the Bishop 
of Rome in perpetuity: that each succeeding 
bishop of Rome has inherited not only Peter s apos- 
tolical place, but a higher place which had been 
given him over and above his apostleship ; that the 
Church, although built upon twelve Apostles, stands 
ever since Peter's death on one, who, like the Grand 
Lama, never dies : that all these successors of Peter 
have, upon all subjects, infallibly guided the Church, 
let their conduct in other matters have been what 
it might ; and that whatever may be the faith and 
piety of any Christian, he will be eternally damned 
if he do not believe this theory, and submit his judg- 
ment, opinions, and five senses blindly to say, do, 
and think whatever the Bishop of Rome, through 
divers priests, his servants, shall tell him. 

This theory is attempted to be supported by the 
perversion of some passages of Holy Writ ; is sus- 
tained in defiance of others; and argued with a 
manifest unsoundness in theology, which shows that 
" to know the only true God and Jesus Christ whom 
" He has sent" requires a diflferent kind of learning 
from that which is conversant with choruses of 
Greek plays and Newton's Principia. 

It is possible that Mr. Wilberforce would never 
have left the Church of England if proceedings had 
not been commenced against nim in the Ecclesias- 
tical courts in consequence of his work on the Eu- 
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charist, which contained statements of doctrines 
alleged to be contrary to the Articles and Canons 
of that Church. This work is filled with the same 
erroneous statements, with the additional error of 
making the kingdom of Christ to be already come, 
and holding the doctrine of the fifth monarchy men, 
with this only diflference, that Mr. Wilberforce places 
the rule in the King-Priest at Rome, while they 
placed it in the people. The wordiness and obscu- 
rity of our author's style makes it diflScult to find out 
what he really means : in all probability he has not 
learned his theology, such as it is, from the Scrip- 
tures or from the Fathers, but has excogitated it 
for himself; and he has gone to them, not in the 
spirit of an enquirer, but, as one who had already 
framed his own theory of doctrine, and then had 
hunted in the Fathers for passages to bolster it up. 

This might be shown to be the case from the way 
in which Mr. Wilberforce has quoted Hooker, whose 
writings, so far from confirming Mr. Wilberforce, 
are point blank against his whole theory, and fully 
refute it. For Hooker shows that the three Persons 
of the Blessed Trinity have their several distinct 
attributes, which are not interchangeable : that as 
we cannot say of the Father, nor of the Holy Ghost 
that they became incarnate, so Incarnation is the 
union of the Divine and Human natures in the Person 
of the Son, the two natures being hence inseparably 
united. When at our Lord's death the soul was se- 
parated from the body, still the divine nature was not 
separated from the soul or the body, and that when 
the soul and body were reunited at the resurrection. 



6 THE NATURE OF THE CHURCH. 

and our Lord ascended into heaven, His Personal 
presence is in heaven alone until the second Advent ; 
and He is only spiritually present in the Church by 
the " other Comforter," the Holy Ghost, whom He 
promised to send after His own departure, by whonji 
all acts are done in the Church, regeneration, sanc- 
tification, guiding, &c. &c. Hooker says, " The 
" substance of the body of Christ hath no presence, 
" nor can have but only local. There is no proof 
" in the world strong to enforce that Christ had a 
*J true body, but by the true and natural properties 
of His body, amongst which properties, definite and 
" local presence is chief." 302. 

Mr. Wilberforce confounds Incarnation, which is 
the sole attribute of the Son, with regeneration, 
which is a totally diflFerent mystery, and is the work 
of the Holy Ghost. And the confusion in his mind 
seems to have originated from pressing too exclu- 
sively the analogy of Adam and Eve, which was a 
type of the relationship between Christ and the 
Church; and he has thus confounded the type with 
the antitype. For as Eve was formed out of the 
body of Adam, so Mr. Wilberforce infers the Church 
to be formed out of the body of Christ. Eve was a 
single individual formed out of another individual : 
but the Church is a body corporate, composed of 
many individuals, first formed by ordinary genera- 
tion, and then regenerated by the Holy Spirit. 
Jesus Christ is a single individual. 

In his work on the Incarnation, p. 80, our author 
writes : " Thus as Adam was a type of humanity in 
" his constitution, so also is Christ * for the 
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" first man is of the earth, earthy ; the second man 
" is the Lord from heaven.' The first is the original 
" form in which humanity was moulded, and with 
" which all its inheritors have been connected by 
" natural descent. The second is the pattern form 
" on which it was remodelled, and which was de- 
" signed as a principle of union to those who should 
" be joined to it by grace. Thus is that object at- 
" tained for which man's heart had always longed — 
" the union of our inferior nature with that superior 
" nature by which its weakness might be redressed, 
*^ and its ignorance enlightened." In referring to 
our Lord's promises made in His last discourse, 
John xiv. 16, Mr. Wilberforce says : " His promises 
" look to the restoration of that which was about to 
" be lost to them — the presence, namely, of our Lord 
" according to His human nature." 273. Yet at 
p. 278 he says : ^* but though our Lord's presence be 
" the presence of His man's nature, it is yet a spiri- 
** tual, and not a carnal presence." I know not what 
this means. In page 317 he says : " Now on this 
" subject in general it may be said, that our union 
" with the manhood of Christ, or our participation 
" in His presence, is brought about in our union with 
" the Church, which is His body mystical. It is not 
" that one of these is a means or channel through 
" which we approach the other, but since the two 
" processes are identical, it is impossible to divide 
*' them : for that which joins men to Christ's mysti- 
" cal body the Church, is their union with His man's 
" nature ; and their means of union with His man's 
" nature is bestowed in His Church or body mysti- 
'* cal." 
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We do not become united to Christ by our union 
with His human nature, for if this were so, every 
child of Adam would be in union with Christ. We 
are united to His human by His taking our nature : 
the members of His Church are united to His Di- 
vine nature by the Holy Ghost which is given to 
them. 

The two succeeding works of Mr. Wilberforce are 
pervaded by the same error. In his treatise on 
baptism, he asks, p. 27, " What is regeneration ? it 
" is the effect of that gift of grace which the Father 
" of all mercies was pleased to embody in the man- 
" hood of His incarnate Son, that thereby humanity 
" at large might be reconstructed." And again, p. 
67 : " For this reason was the system of sacraments 
" ordained, as being the means whereby the huma- 
" nity of the Word should extend itself to others ; 
" so that men might hereby have the same relation 
" to the second Adam which the course of nature 
" gave them to the first." 

In his work on the Eucharist, he says, p. 101 : 
" It was by the Incarnation that God and man, the 
" finite and the infinite, were brought into relation ; 
" and that the graces which were inherent in the 
" one, were communicated as a gift to the other. 
" Now the medium through which these gifts are 
" extended, is not the Deity, but the manhood of 
" Christ." Neither by the one, nor by the other, 
but by the Holy Spirit. 

On p. 104, he says, " Our Lord is not present in 
" this ordinance by spiritual power only, but He 
" has consecrated His body to be the peculiar me- 
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** dium of a supernatural eflfect. It has been set 
" forth as an antithesis, or contrast to that of the 
^^ old Adam, and as a consequence of the Incama- 
" tion He bestows it as a renewing principle in the 
" Holy Eucharist : so that in baptism He is present 
" only by the power of grace, but in the Holy Eu- 
" charist He is present likewise by his body and 
" blood." The word grace is a Latin word, signi- 
fying favour : present by the power of favour is non- 
sense ; it is still greater nonsense used as an anti- 
thesis to presence by body and blood. 

These passages from other works are adduced to 
show that I have not been captious in laying hold 
of casual expressions, and accidental blunders, but 
that the passages I have quoted are the abiding con- 
viction of the author so far as his language is intel- 
ligible. It is clear that the work of the Holy Spirit, 
which in the discourses of our Lord, and in the 
epistles of the Apostles is made so much of as to be 
the vivifying principle of the Christian Church, is 
made of no eflFect in the system of Mr. Wilberforce, 
and where alluded to at all, is so introduced as to 
give a colour of support to his erroneous doctrine ; 
as at p. 328 : " Man was fashioned by the Son after 
" his own image ; but the Holy Ghost moved as an 
" informing Spirit through the shapeless chaos. — 
" The man Christ Jesus was created by the Holy 
" Ghost in the Virgin's womb : and as it was His 
" office to co-operate in the work of the Incarnation, 
" so likewise in that consequence of it which is ex- 
" hibited in the Holy Eucharist. For our Lord 
" referred to Him as the principle by whom His 
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" own merciful presence with mankind would be 
" perpetuated." 

Mr. Wilberforce's first chapter is entitled " The 
" Nature of the Church." His first sentence is — 
" Church- Authority and Private Judgment — the 
" determination of the collective body, and the su- 
" premacy of individual conscience — have long con- 
" tested the religious obedience of mankind." Here 
the expressions '* Church Authority," and " the de- 
" termination of the collective body," are put as 
convertible terms. In a subsequent part of the book 
he says this authority does not reside in " the deter- 
" mination of the collective body," but exclusively 
in a part, and that the smallest part, of the collective 
body, namely in the Bishops. The bishops, collec- 
tive, do command " the religious obedience of man- 
" kind," but individuals contending for the right to 
exercise independent private judgment never have, 
and never could. 

In the second paragraph he says : " that a para- 
" mount authority was possessed by our Lord Him- 
" self, and that He committed the like to His holy 
" Apostles, is admitted, probably, by all Christians." 
Then the paramount authority did not reside in the 
collective body of Christians, but first in the Lord 
Himself, and secondly in His Apostles. Here, 
then, is a palpable contradiction in terms, showing 
in the commencement a confusion of ideas, which 
runs throughout the volume. Perceiving, however, 
that much depends upon the definition of the word 
" Church," he proceeds : " Before considering what 
" can be said on this subject, it will be well to ask, 
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" what was meant in those days by the Church, 
" what were understood to be its characteristic fea- 
'* tures, and what the origin of its powers." 

The author then proceeds to show that the defi- 
nition of a Church in Scripture is an organized 
body. There is some want of clearness when he 
speaks of a " certain principle of life which com- 
" bines the parts into a collective whole," p. 2 ; 
and about " an impulse perpetuated which displays • 
" its fecundating power ; " but barring this, he is 
quite right in maintaining that principle which 
all Protestants have lost sight of, namely, that the 
Church of Christ is an organized body, and not a 
mere congeries of individual believers. It is the 
absence of this principle which renders Protestants 
totally powerless in contending with Roman Ca- 
tholics. It is the plague spot of Protestantism 
which marks the incurable leper : for to speak of 
an unorganized body of persons, is an absurdity ; 
and this absurdity hangs like an incubus on all Pro- 
testantism. 

It is remarkable, that having stated in terms not 
to be mistaken that a Church is an organized body, 
he omits to state what it is which constitutes mem- 
bership of that body. Upon this point, as upon most 
others of a similar nature, we have incontestible 
proof from the example of the Jewish Church. 
What constituted a member of the Jewish Church, 
and an inheritor of the promises made to Abraham ? 
Circumcision. What constitutes a member of the 
New Covenant, and an inheritor of the promises 
made in Christ Jesus ? Baptism. Every circumcised 
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man was under the responsibility of the former rite, 
and every baptised man is under the responsibility 
of the latter. The author also omits to state what 
is the organization of this body — the Church — as 
described in Holy Scripture. He gives, indeed, in 
a subsequent part of his work, his own idea of a 
proper organization, but he does not show that that 
organization was in existence during the lifetime of 
the Apostles. 

If we were not considering the work of one who 
had attained the highest academical honours, it 
would perhaps be hardly worth while to notice some 
extraordinary expressions which again betray inac- 
curacy of ideas or of language, and perhaps want of 
knowledge of sound theology. In p. 4, he speaks 
of " the Incarnate nature of the Son of God." The 
Son of God became incarnate, and so, according to 
the language of the Athanasian Creed, God and 
man became one Christ ; God became Incarnate : 
but the expression an " incarnate nature " has no 
sense whatever. A few lines further on he says, 
" Was not Godhead and manhood combined in 
" Him, that the inferior nature which was exalted 
" in its Head might be communicated to His bre- 
"thren?" The Son of God took our inferior 
nature ; He had no need to communicate to us that 
which He assumed from us, and which was ours 
before it was His ; and Scripture says, He took our 
nature that we might be partakers of — that He 
might communicate to us, His Divine nature. 
Again in the next page he says, " The Apostle de- 
" Clares the Church to be that which our Lord had 
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*^ Himself predicted it should be, an organic body, 
" deriving its life from perpetual union with the hu- 
*^ manity of its Head." The Apostle says no such 
thing ; he says that all the members of the Church, 
all baptized believers in Him, derive the life of the 
Head, who is both God and Man, by the Holy 
Ghost dwelling in them, and by whom they are 
regenerated ; and Mr. Wilberforce, from first to last 
in this elaborate statement on the definition of the 
Church, ignores the Holy Spirit of Christ, never 
mentions Him, or recognizes Him as the Spirit of 
life flowing from the ascended Head to all the 
members of the body of Christ. Again he speaks 
of the " power which was bestowed upon humanity 
" through the taking it into God.'* No power was 
bestowed upon humanity by the birth of the Vir- 
gin's Child: the Holy Ghost, sent down from 
Heaven consequent, not upon the Incarnation of the 
Son of God, but upon the resurrection of Christ 
from the dead, does give a power by which the lusts 
of humanity may be crucified, kept down, mortified, 
and killed. He says, a few lines further on, that 
" Christ was personally incarnate in that body 
" which was slain, but by power and presence will 
" He be incarnate in His Church till the end of 
" the world." The Second Person in the ever 
blessed Trinity was personally incarnate, that is, 
became one with the flesh of the Virgin Mary, but 
in no sense whatever is He otherwise incarnate in 
His Church. The word Church is here employed 
as a name for an organized body of a large number 
of individuals; he cannot mean incarnate in 
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many persons. Incarnation in power and presence, 
as contra-distinguished from incarnation in reality, 
is nonsense. Christ, personally, is gone away, and 
is at the right hand of the Father, waiting to return : 
during His absence He has given His Spirit, and 
He is present by His Spirit in the Church ; which 
Spirit resides in diflTerent measures or proportions, 
but is not incarnate, in every member of the Church, 
whom He has first regenerated, giving them power 
according to the offices which each member has to 
fulfil : by His Spirit He is present, but personally 
He is not. His person includes His humanity, 
which cannot be in two places at once. His Spirit 
may be, and is, in many places at once. In page 6, 
he says : " The Holy Eucharist transmits that life 
" which had its source in God, and which was im- 
" parted to mankind through the Mediator." The 
Holy Eucharist does not transmit life, but nourishes 
life already possessed, and which has been trans- 
mitted from the Father through Baptism. Baptism 
is the Sacrament for the transmission of this life, 
even the Spirit of Christ, and the Eucharist is the 
Sacrament for the nourishment of that life. If the 
Archdeacon of the East Riding had been doing his 
duty in teaching the Catechism of the Church of 
England, he would not have fallen into these theolo- 
gical errors, nor forsaken that portion of the Church 
in which he received eternal life. A still more 
extraordinary sentence occurs in p. 209, where he 
says : " All were believed to have their root in that 
" Incarnation of the Son of God, which was once 
" for all vouchsafed in the flesh, that it might be 
" perpetuated for ever in history." ! ! ! 
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With the exception, however, of some loose and 
indefensible expressions, Mr. Wilberforce describes 
with much truth the spiritual standing of the 
Church; her possession of a life derived from 
Christ its head, Who moves the members and directs 
their continuous action; and he proceeds to state 
truly that this power was exercised by Him through 
Apostles who are the constituted heads of the 
Church, and who received a promise of continual 
guidance, not as individuals, but as heads of a per- 
manent society. He goes on, however, to say that 
the object with which Apostles ordained bishops, 
was that they might succeed themselves until the 
end of the world. The Epistles to Timothy and 
Titus, which he quotes to prove this assertion, prove 
on the contrary that they ordained bishops to labour 
under Apostles during their temporary absence. 
He attempts to support his view by a quotation 
from Irenseus, iii. 3, 1, 2, a passage, however, not 
extant in Irenseus's words, but in a barbarous Latin 
translation, which does not state that bishops were 
successors to Apostles in the apostolic office, but that 
bishops were the fittest witnesses to the truth that 
Apostles taught. " Habemus annumerare eos qui 
ab Apostolis instituti sunt episcopi in Ecclesiis, et 
successores eorum usque ad nos qui nihil tute docu- 
erunt neque cognoverunt quale ab his deliratur. 
Etenim si recondita mysteria scissent Apostoli quae 
seorsum et latentur ab reliquis perfectos docebant, 
his vel maxime traderent ea quibus etiam ipsas Ec- 
clesias committebant. Valde enim perfectos, et irre- 
prehensibiles in omnibus eos volebant esse quos et 
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successores relinquebant suum ipsorum locum ma- 
gisterii tradentes." It is clear that Irenaeus had two 
things in his mind; one the committing of the 
churches to those whom they ordained bishops, 
which they did in their lifetime ; the other the 
" leaving them also to be their successors, handing 
" down their own place of magistracy ; " introducing 
this last as a climax to his argument that the doc- 
trine of the Apostles was to be found with the bishops. 
The utmost extent, therefore, of Mr. Wilberforce's 
proof from Scripture is that the Apostles ordained 
bishops to labour in parts of the Church from which 
they were compelled to be absent : and^om the 
Fathers^ that when the Apostles died they left the 
bishops whom they had thus ordained to succeed to 
their place of rule. And the sum and substance of 
all this parpde of scriptural and patristic argument 
is a mere common sense matter of fact that, as in 
an army when the generals are all killed, the com- 
mand falls into the hands of the colonels, so when 
the Apostles were dead, the rule of the churches 
devolved upon the bishops, which nobody ever 
dreamed of disputing. 



CHAPTER II. 

THE second chapter, entitled, " The Church 
hath authority in matters of Faith," is a la- 
boured dissertation to establish a truism ; which is, 
that every corporate body must have certain laws ; 
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that they who conform to these laws are members of 
that body ; and that they who do not submit to these 
laws are separatists from it. The question partly 
raised and always implied is, whether the Holy 
Scriptures are paramount as guides over the deci- 
sions of the Church, or — whether the Scriptures 
have no claim whatever to respect, save as the 
Church shall decide. He sometimes calls them the 
writings of inspired men, as constituting a class dif- 
ferent from other members of the Church; and 
sometimes says the Church, as the body in which 
Christ dwells, must determine first what books are 
to be regarded as inspired, and secondly the mean- 
ing of every sentence. 

Throughout his whole volume the writer uses the 
word Church in a variety of senses, which necessa- 
rily creates confusion in the reasoning. All advo- 
cates of the usiu'pation of the Bishop of Rome do 
this, and thereby entrap the unwary. He asks, 
with an air of triumph, whether the Church was 
intended to teach ? to which, of course, every one 
will answer in the affirmative. But to a teacher 
there must be a teachee. Is the Church to teach 
the Church ? an abstraction to teach an abstraction? 
a body corporate to teach a body corporate? In 
order to teach itself, so far as its members are con- 
cerned, some must teach the others, as the Church 
is said in modem Rome to be divided between la 
chiesa insegnantey e la chiesa insegnata. Thus 
the writer means by the word Church — the clergy 
alone : he excludes altogether " the determination 
" of the collective body," which he declared in the 

B 
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first chapter to be the sole authority in matters of 
faith, and places the Scriptures in the exclusive' 
possession of a small number, even the bishops, and 
assigns to them the power of giving whatever inter- 
pretation their ambition, their avarice, or their lust 
may suggest. 

' The church collective, as one body, is however td 
be the teacher of the world. As men looked upon 
the face of Jesus Christ, and therein beheld the 
glory of the Father, so ought they to look upon the 
body of Christ, the Church, and there behold the 
government, the love, and the goodness of God^ 
How far the collective body under the guidance of 
the bishops of Rome has done this, let the dungeons 
of the Inquisition, the morals of the Popes, and the 
state of those countries which are most completely 
under the guidance of Romish priests, such as Spain, 
Naples, Portugal, and South America declare. 
. The author treats Christianity as if it were a 
system of abstract doctrine, and as if the important 
question for mankind to settle was, whether they 
would find out these doctrines as best they can 
from the Sacred Volume, or whether they would re-5 
ceive them from the dicta of the Romish bishop^. 
This is an entirely erroneous view of the nature of 
revealed religion ; of the true use of the Scriptures ; 
and of the offices in the Church. He says, " the 
*^ office of building up the canon of Scripture, which 
f^ was imposed upon the Church of the second cen- 
^\ tury, leads of necessity to some higher view of its 
V position and character. Did the Sacred Scrip- 
^ tures. consist only of ordinary writings, the ordi- 
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^ nary rules of evidence would suffice for their sup- 
" port. It would be enough that the writings of 
*^ Paul and John may be identified like those of Livy 
" and Cicero. And therefore those who take a low 
^* view of the authority of the sacred writers, are 
" easily satisfied of their authenticity. But in pro- 
^* portion as we esteem highly of their authority, we 
*' must assign a higher function to that body which 
" not only had to fix their authorship, but to attest 
^* their inspiration.'* 

Our blessed Lord taught men out of the Scriptures, 
He replied to Satan out of the Scriptures. He si- 
lenced the priests, and the commentators, and the 
theologians, or scribes, and the religious world, or 
Pharisees, out of the Scriptures. He instructed His 
disciples out of the Scriptures. The Apostles and 
all the teachers mentioned in the Acts, reasoned 
with men out of the Scriptures. If any teachers 
refuse to do the same, and try to silence men by 
authority, they are not teachers sent from God, and 
they should be replied to only out of the Scriptures.. 
All which they assert in virtue of any pretended 
authority is to be rejected and treated with conr 
tempt. 

The Christian religion is based upon certain his-* 
torical facts. About two thousand years ago there 
appeared in Judea an individual who declared He 
was God. However Socinians and other dissenters 
from the Catholic faith in these latter days may 
have quibbled concerning the meaning of particular 
words, it is indisputable that all who heard Him 
$peak> thought that Hq 3aid so ; that He justified 
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Himself against the charge of blasphemy for so 
saying; that His judges so understood Him, and 
condemned Him to death accordingly. Notwith- 
standing the supernatural powers which He mani- 
fested, the question whether He had spoken truth oi* 
not remained still to be decided, until He was raised 
from the dead : and since all admitted that none but 
God could raise the dead (for they explained away 
the raising of Lazarus, saying it was a trance or a 
delusion), it was thus proved by God the Father 
bearing witness to Him, that He had spoken the 
truth, that He was God incarnate, and that conse- 
quently all the other words which He had spoken, 
and all the things which He had done, became mat- 
ters of the utmost importance for all mankind to 
know. 

To be competent witnesses of this fact, it was ne- 
cessary to have known Jesus of Nazareth when he 
was alive ; at least from the commencement of His 
ministry when He was baptized by John : Acts i. 
22 : to have seen Him put to death, and to have 
seen him alive again ; and any two of these condi- 
tions without the third would have left the witness 
incompetent, and his testimony incomplete. Paut 
possibly might have witnessed the two first of these 
events, but not being one " of the brethren," had 
certainly not seen the Lord until He showed Himself 
to him on the way to Damascus. At first no one 
thought of committing to writing all that He had 
said and done. In a long note on page 20, our 
author quotes from L*enaeus and Eusebius, that " the 
" Gospels of St Mark and St. Luke were grounded 
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" on the teaching of St. Peter and St. Paul," and 
that " they were written after their departure." St. 
Peter was certainly present on the greater number of 
the occasions when the conversations and facts occur- 
red which are narrated by these two Evangelists; 
but conversations and acts cannot be ^^ grounded on 
** teachings." Perhaps the author means that Peter 
told him all he could recall to mind ; which is pro- 
bable enough. Papias says, " Mark having been 
" Peter's interpreter, wrote down accurately what- 
" ever he could remember- Not that he expressed 
" in order what Christ had spoken or done, for he 
" had not heard our Lord nor been His follower ; 
** but had attended on Peter, who used to teach as 
" occasion arose, but made no arrangement of our 
" Lord s words. So that Mark was not to blame 
" for writing some things as he remembered them, 
** for he had but one object, to omit nothing which 
** he had heard, and to report nothing erroneously." 
St. Clement of Alexandria's account is, " When 
" Peter had publicly preached the word at Rome, 
" and proclaimed the gospel by His Spirit, his nur 
" merous hearers urged Mark, as having been long 
" his follower, and remembering what was spoken, 
" to write down what he had said. On this St* 
" Mark composed the Gospel, and gave it to those 
" who asked him. Of which circumstance, when 
" St. Peter was apprized, he neither prohibited it 
** nor encouraged it." Our author cites a passage 
of St. Augustine, quoted by Lardner, on which he 
observes that " the Church had a power of judging 
" the question of canonicity " (what a word !) " by 
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" reference to the standard of dogmatic truth, of 
" which it was the depository." — " So that he claim* 
" for the Church authority to judge of the canonicity 
^* of books by the analogy of faith, independently 
" of any consideration of their authors." 

According to this theory all the additions which 
the craft and wickedness of priests have made to the 
truth as taught by Christ, and by those to whom He 
gave a commission to teach are defended ; and it is 
a remarkable fact that the argument here used to 
justify the books called Apocrypha, discarded from 
canonicity prior to the schismatic Council of Trent, 
is equally valid to justify the new Bible of the Mor^ 
monites; both are additions made to the Sacred 
Scriptures by persons having no authority to teach 
the Catholic Church. 

The question to be decided respecting the four 
Gospels is not whether the doctrines in them are 
according to some standard, but whether our Lord 
really said that which is attributed to Him, and 
really did the deeds narrated of Him. It is a ques^ 
tion purely historical. No doubt the circumstances 
which attend other manuscripts attend these also: 
mistakes of copyists ; interpolations of injudicious 
friends; letters effaced, &c. which have to be ex- 
amined by the same laws as those applied to other 
manuscripts ; but no knowledge of doctrines in these 
days can possibly enable any man to pronounce upon 
the genuineness of any passage. There is nothing 
contrary to sound doctrine, as far as it is intelligible, 
in the passage relating to the heavenly witnesses; 
but Erasmus, Person^ and Griesbach are better au- 
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thorities for rejecting it as an interpolation^ than the 
bishops of Rome are for its adoption. 
. The book called the Acts of the Apostles is a 
narrative of what took place immediately after the 
death of our Lord, the greater part of which is con- 
fined to the doings of the Apostle Paul. The facts 
therein attested are the giving of the Holy Spirit, 
and things said and done by certain individuals, but 
no recipe for the setting up of the Church, as Pro- 
testant Dissenters dream, because it was not writ- 
ten until after the Churches were set up. The 
Epistles of the Apostles are not addressed to the 
Clergy — not to the ruling episcopate that they might 
teach the rest — but to the whole flock. It appears 
by many of these Epistles that there were no bishops 
set over several of these Churches, in all probability 
from there being none found amongst the converts 
fit for that office. The disciples who were the sub- 
jects of our Lord's teaching were singularly ignorant 
men, and not understanding the Old Testament, had 
not sufficient intelligence to understand what our 
Lord had been inculcating throughout the whole of 
His ministerial life : so that after His resurrection 
and before His ascension, He remained on earth no 
less than forty days, explaining to them the whole 
of the Old Testament, pointing out how it designated 
His Person, work, humiliation, death, resurrection 
and consequent future glory, and specially instruct- 
ing them in the things pertaining to His Kingdom. 
In the book called the Acts of the Apostles we 
are informed of another remarkable fact, which is, 
that a supernatural power came upon either the 
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Twelve Apostles or the whole 120 disciples (it 10 
immaterial which), according to a promise given by 
our Lord both before and after His resurrection, and 
according to prophecies in Isaiah, Joel, and others. 
This Spirit exercised almighty functions as our 
Lord Himself had done ; and as in the Person of 
Christ it was shown that the Nature of Godhead is 
such that it subsists in more than one Personality, 
so now it appeared there were three Persons in the 
Deity : the first necessarily invisible to, intangible 
and unknowable by any creature ; the second, in- 
carnate in human flesh, so that God and man became 
indissolubly united for ever in the same Person, in 
and by whom God is known and may be appro9X^hed ; 
and the third, the Holy Spirit which proceeds from 
both, giving divine life to as many as the Father 
pleases — dwelling in men thus regenerated, and 
guiding their judgments and afiections, but yet re- 
maining distinct from them. 

From these visible and palpable facts the doctrines, 
doctrinse, i. e., the things taught by Paul and Peter, 
are but the legitimate inferences and conclusions. 
Faith to believe is a gift from God. No logic will 
make a believer, but without reason faith is super- 
stition and idolatry. So soon as they believed the 
assertions of our Lord that Moses wrote of Him : 
that He was the thing signified by the Lamb slain 
for the atonement of sin, and that all other sacrifices 
were only types and figures of His ; that He wa« 
the Virgin's Child of Isaiah ; that the tabernacle 
and temple were figures of His body and of His 
Church : that He was the teacher like unto Moses, 
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i, e., the bringer in of a New Covenant ; that He 
was the second Adam, not by taking our nature, as 
Mr. Wilberforce supposes, but by resurrection ; that 
men must be bom again of His Spirit sent down 
from heaven, as they had been bom of the flesh of 
Adam, &c. &c. ; every part of the Scriptural scheme 
becaiae harmonious. All believers are taught of 
God, and have their understanding opened by our 
Lord to understand, in some measure, the writings 
of the Old Testament in their bearings upon Him, 
His Person and His work, and they are authorized 
by Him to go and teach to others as much as He 
has taught to them. No doubt many passages of 
the Old Testament are still obscure ; and therefore 
prophecy, not for the foretelling of future events, but 
for the throwing of light upon those obscure passages, 
was ordained to be one of the permanent ministries 
in the Christian Church. There is this remarkable 
difference between prophets in the Old Dispensation 
and prophets in the New, — namely, that in ancient 
times there was no place for prophets in the regular 
Tabernacle or in the Temple services, and prophets 
never appeared except when both kings and priests 
had abandoned the true worship of and obedience to 
God: whereas in the New Dispensation prophets 
were ordained to be permanent ministers in the 
Church, as necessary for the right guidance of the 
Church as any other ; of whose ministries we have 
notice in the Acts giving light to the Apostles, Acts 
xi. 28, ; XV. 32. Eph. iii. 5. 1 Tim. iv. 1, but whQ 
have disappeared since the only ministers over them, 
and their only interpreters, rulers and guides, even 
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Apostles, have disappeared out of the Church. This 
is one cause wherefore the bishops of Rome, the 
Episcopate, have led the Church so entirely astray. 
' Now it is very true, that during the course of 
2,000 years, the Church has passed through many 
phases ; and although she is warned that she would 
fall into apostacy if she did not take heed to her 
Ways, Mr. Wilberforce accepts the promises but re- 
jects the warning, and argues that the whole body of 
the Church neither has fallen nor can fall into great 
errOT. Unfortunately, however, it is also predicted 
that she would fall from the faith ; and that at the 
very moment when God's judgments are ready to 
burst upon her for her unfaithfulness, she would boast 
that she " sits as a Queen, and shall see no sorrow."^ 
But since the very " priests who guide her, and who 
" have caused her to err," claim also the exclusive 
right of interpreting the warnings, and do not profit 
by the warnings themselves, they preclude the pos- 
sibility of any friendly voice reaching their ears, by 
hot suffering their own followers to read them. 

However darkly and confusedly the author ex- 
presses his meaning, the idea of development put 
forth by Dr. Newman with so much able sophistry 
seems to be that which is at the bottom of the argu- 
ment — namely, that the mode of guiding the Church 
after the departure of Apostles must differ from 
what it was while they lived. The idea is true, as 
is almost everything in the Papal system; but it is 
by its application that the priests contrive to pervert 
it, until the whole Papal sect is " become a cage of 
<* unclean birds," which in plain English means, filled 
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with unclean spirits. The Apostles, however, made 
no provision for that improper condition of the 
Church : their only idea was to perfect and fit her 
for her translation. The Epistles relate to the 
Churches in their then condition: it is by their 
subsequent form alone that it can be discerned how 
they were originally constituted. 

There is a true doctrine of development and a 
false one. The principle of a true development is 
that it shall be such a one as logically proceeds from 
' the original principle, and consequently cannot con- 
tradict it. For instance, the apostolic college was 
so constituted as that there should be unity with 
perfect equality : and it is a false theory of develop- 
ment, and in fact no development, which would at- 
tempt to prove that unity effected by the sacrifice of 
equality was really developed from this original 
constitution. Another instance of false development 
is that of Dr. Newman, who, in maintaining that the 
worship of the Blessed Virgin and the acknowledge- 
ment of her as the fountain of grace and mediation 
are true consequences of the establishment of the di- 
vinity of Christ, forgets that Christ was equally God 
when it was said of Him, " there is One Mediator be- 
" tween God and man, the man Christ Jesus ;" which 
is directly contradicted by the said development. 
An instance of true development is the Nicene Creed 
of the Apostles, and the Athanasian of the Nicene ; 
where the new developments are legitimate conse-^ 
quences, and in no respect contradictory to the ori- 
ginal. 

The author has the hardihood to assert, p. 13, 



28 THE CHURCH HATH AUTU0BIT7 

that no one has ever set up the Church in opposition 
to the Scriptures, and alleged that she might dis* 
pense with its use and supersede its authority. " Si 
Papa erraret prsecipiendo vitia vel prohibendo vir- 
tutes, teneretur Ecclesia credere vitia esse bona et 
virtutes malas, says Bellarmine :" and the Decretals 
declare, " Possumus supra jus dispensare." The 
Jewish Church did not go nearly so far in making the 
words of the Old Testament of none effect through 
their traditions, the especial sin with which our Lord 
charged them. They did not forbid the people to 
read Moses and the Prophets, they merely said that 
their first duty was to obey the traditions of th© 
Elders, even if they set aside the Word of God. In 
the Council of Toulouse, in 1229, we read : " Ne laici 
" libros Veteris aut Novi Testamenti permittantur. 
" Ne sacros libros in linguam vulgarem translates 
" habeant arctissime prohibet Synodus." This is 
what the Pope and his Priests have done ever since 
the tenth century: other of the clergy protested 
against his right to do so, as may be seen in the 
history of the disputes in the time of Grosseteste, the 
Lollards, &c. The Popes, especially during the last 
fifty years, have issued encyclical letters, calling on 
all bishops and clergy to resist the endeavours of a 
society whose only aim was to place copies of the 
Holy Scriptures in the hands of all mankind. The 
archbishops and bishops assembled at Milan in 1850> 
address their clergy, in which they say ; " it is un- 
^* necessary to remind you how repeatedly the Church 
" by the mouth of the Roman Pontiffs has forbidden 
" her children to read the Bible in any vulgar tongue 
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"whatever . His Holiness Pope Clement 

" VIII. has moreover declared that no bishop what*- 
" ever is at liberty to permit bibles of the above de- 
" scription to be kept and read." God has written 
letters to all men ; and the Romish priests say that 
men shall not read them. Paul wrote a letter to all 
the Romans ; and the Bishop of Rome says the Ro- 
mans shall not read it. Peter wrote a letter to all 
Christians; and Peter's successors acting in his 
spirit (?) say, no Christian shall read it. The Poped 
pretend that the object of the Bible Society is to 
make new translations ; but this is a gross falsehood. 
The Bible Society never made a new translation^ 
but adopted such as it found in every country in the 
world ; that of Scio in Spain, of Diodati and Martini 
in Italy, all versions authorized by former Popes. 
The rulers of the Romish sect have more resolutely 
than the Jews — whom our Lord accused of havinff 
set aside His Word— opposed the Scriptures, and en- 
deavoured to suppress them ; and nothing but the 
exertions of Protestants have prevented their doing 
so more effectually. It was the struggle for the in- 
troduction of the Scriptures which broke the Papacy 
in two in the sixteenth century, and it is the Word 
of God which will do the same now, for the people 
are determined to possess them. But this is not all. 
The popes have forbidden the people to pray to 
God in the Churches ; for to repeat words which 
they do not understand, is not to ask for any thing, 
nor to thank God for any thing. Gregory VII. 
wrote as follows to the Duke of Bohemia : " Entre 
autres demandes que votre Altesse nous a faites par 
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ses lettres, vous avez requis que selon la coutume 
nous permissions chez vous Tusage de la langue Es- 
clavone dans le service divin. Sachez done, notre 
pher fils, que nous ne pouvons nuUement acquiescer 
%, votre demande. Car en meditant frequemment sur 
J^ecriture sainte, nous avons trouve qu'il avoit plu, et 
qu*il plait au Dieu Tout-Puissant, que le culte sacre 
$e fit en langue cachee, afin qu'elle ne soit pas en- 
tendue de tout le monde, et principalement des plus 
@imples. En effet, si tout le monde chantoit publi- 
quement en langage entendu, le culte tomberoit 

p^isement dans le mepris et dans le degout. — 

Jl ne faut pas alleguer ici qu'on a quelquefois accorde 
<;ette permission aux plus simples, surtout lorsqu'ils 
iStoient nouvellement convertis, comme on faisoit 
(mssi dans la primitive eglise, aiant egard k la sim- 
plicite et a la bonne foi du commun peuple." Upon 
this monstrous usurpation of the people's rights, the 
Abbe Fleury well remarks : " Nous avons vu ailleurs 
que dans la plus saine antiquite, et les si^cles les 
plus eclaires, on lisoit VEcriture et on celebroit les 
divins offices dans la langue la plus usitee en chaque 
pais. This may serve as another specimen of false 
development. 

No warning in the Old Testament respecting the 
apostacy of the Jews is more explicit than the decla- 
ration of St. Paul, that the Spirit had spoken ex- 
pressly, and no doubt by the mouths of the Prophets, 
that a great apostacy would come in, the outward 
signs of which would be the forbidding to marry, 
and the commanding to abstain from meats. Now 
^e only thing corresponding to this from the days 
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of St. Paul to the present hour, is the compulsory 
celibacy of the Romish priests, and the compulsory 
fasting from meat whilst they may fill themselves qs 
full of all other food as they please. ') 



CHAPTER III. 

WE find in this chapter frequent instances of 
the same confusion of doctrine which pre-^ 
vailed in the last. In page 29 he writes : " Church 
" authority has its basis in the principle that all 
" wisdom comes from God, and that it is communi*^ 
" cated to mankind only through the incarnation of 
" Christ. And therefore as it dwelt entirely iif 
** His manhood when He was present in the flesh,: 
" so its presence ever since is to be sought sine© 
" His ascension, in that body mystical which is 
" His perpetual medium of approach." But wisdom 
shows itself in various ways ; the special ordinancd 
for its exhibition in the ruling of the Church is the 
Apostleship : the special ordinance for its commu-l 
nication in throwing light upon the Scriptures is 
prophecy : the special ordinance for its development 
in preaching the Gospel is through Evangelists.: its 
perfect application to the wants of weak and suf- 
fering hum^-nity is through pastorship. In local 
churches the bishops who preside over them have 
this wisdom in the limited extent, and to the partial 
amount necessary for the flocks over which they 
preside, but they have it not to the extent adequate 
for the guidance of a more extensive sphere than 
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that of their own particular diocese ; and they havd 
under them elders, prophets, evangelists and pastors, 
of which there may he some faint trace in the mul- 
titude of priests differing from one another in rank 
in every cathedral ; the meaning of which, however, 
is entirely lost, and the offices have been made sine- 
cures for indolent priests. 

There is a gross fallacy, however, in the way in 
which he has stated it. Wisdom did not " dwell in 
" the manhood of Christ :" it dwelt and dwells in 
Christ. The " great mystery of godliness" is two 
natures in one person, which Mr. Wilberforce does 
not keep clearly in view. His position is, that the 
wisdom of God comes to man i^ough the Incarna- 
tion ; and as it dwelt in his manhood when present, 
so is it to be in His body the Church, and hence the 
extent of the Church's authority, i. e. wisdom, must 
be unlimited, and its duration coeval with the Church 
itself. The wisdom of God in Christ made Him 
^* speak as never man spake," and as no other indi- 
vidual can or ever will speak. God gave not His 
Spirit by measure unto Him ; but all other indivi- 
duals are only channels for the conveyance of a cer- 
tain amount to others out of His inexhaustible full- 
ness. He was " holy, harmless, undefiled, and 
" separate from sinners," but all other individuals 
are unholy, defiled, and sinful. His words were 
unmixed and unalloyed wisdom : but all the words 
of men, though possessing the Spirit of Christ, are 
mixed and alloyed with human passions, interests, 
ignorance and folly. This difference is aggravated 
immensely when men are using " the powers of the 
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" world to come," even the Holy Ghost, to effect a 
work for which they have not received the necessary 
measure of the Spirit ; and such is the case of all 
bishops, who in the absence of Apostles, have taken 
upon themselves to rule more than their own dio- 
ceses. 

Another fallacy is, that his statement implies that 
Christ is now so absent from His Church as that she 
is left to act independently of Him, instead of being 
as she ought to be, and as He intended her to be, 
merely the machine through which He might act, 
and manifest Himself to the world. Mr. Wilberr 
force's idea seems to be that St. Peter had a certain 
portion of the Holy Spirit made over to him in 
perpetuity, like a nugget of gold, which he might 
bequeath to any other individual he pleased. 

A little further on he writes : ^^ The love where- 
" with the Second Person in the glorious Godhead 
" is for ever bound to the First, is no other than that 
" blessed Spirit who is the bond of the whole 
" Trinity : so that — we are assured of that indwell* 
" ing of the Holy Ghost whereby He animates the 
" body of Christ, while our blessed Lord is present 
" likewise Himself through the power of His God- 
" head, and through His flesh and blood, which is 
" bestowed in the Holy Eucharist." Now in this 
passage the vsriter makes love " no other than" a 
person in the Godhead ; either divides the person 
of Christ, or brings Him away from the right hand 
of the Father ; and does not see that the only way 
in which He who is gone away, and who is not re^ 

c- 
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turned, can be present in His Church is by His 
Holy Spirit. 

He comes next to the extent of Church authority ; 
and it will be readily conceded that whatever be its 
legitimate province, there it must be allowed to ex- 
ercise itself without limit. But the writer has 
omitted to give us any idea of the nature of the 
subjects on which it shall be exercised. The faith 
of the Church rests upon certain facts. The twelve 
men whom our Lord commissioned to teach these 
facts which they had themselves witnessed, told 
their disciples that these facts were the antitypes of 
the things which they had been accustomed to per- 
form as religious acts, and that the form of worship 
wherein' God should be worshipped henceforward, 
must correspond to the antitype, and no longer to 
the type. For example ; they showed that the 
blood-shedding of the incarnate Son of God was the 
fulfilment of the blood-shedding in the sacrifices of 
the law : that daily prayer was to be substituted 
for the daily slaying of a lamb : that baptism with 
water was the mode of introduction into the New Dis- 
pensation as bloody circumcision was into the Old \ 
that the priesthood of Melchisedec was substituted 
for that of Levi : that the subject of the Christian 
oblation was to be bread and wine, and not the 
bloody victim ; and that the daily rites of the temple 
were to be eixchanged for sacrifices of praise, for 
confession of sins, for supplications, prayers, thanks- 
givings, and intercessions for all men. The doc- 
trines taught by the Apostles concerning the faith, 
were at length summed up by the Catholic Church 
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in those summaries of the Faith called the Apostles', 
Nicene, and Athanasian Creeds ; and these creeds 
sufficed for all the Church so long as it abode in 
unity, and do now suffice for all true Catholics; 
whilst the Romish sect at the period of the great 
schism (erroneously termed the Reformation) added 
a fresh creed, drawn up in order to embody the de- 
crees of the Council of Trent ; the Anglican Church 
added thirty-nine Articles ; the Anti-Episcopalians 
in Scotland, Holland, Switzerland and other places, 
added their Articles, and the possession of a secta- 
rian creed proves that they who profess it are no 
longer a Catholic community, but sectarian separa- 
tists from it. 

Whenever anything is to be done by the com- 
bined operation of a number of individuals, it is 
indispensable that some one be the commander of 
the rest, and that the rest obey : and that necessity 
is augmented in proportion to the danger in which 
the parties are. Thus it is necessary to the efficiency 
of an army that the general be implicitly obeyed; 
more especially upon active service, and still more du^ 
ring a battle. The principles which are the grounds 
of the orders, of the position of the forces, of the 
manoeuvres, &c. are to be found in the works of 
writers on different branches. of the art of war;-T- 
such as Vauban on Fortifications and Sieges ; the 
Archduke, Charles of Austria, on Strategy, &c. &c. 
But it is not necessary for those who obey, to think 
about the reason for their orders. It is necessary 
for all men in a ship to be implicitly obedient to the 
captain, whether it be a first rate man-of-war, or a 
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mere open boat, and more especially when there is 
any danger of shipwreck, or all will infallibly be lost. 
In like manner there must be those whose duty it is 
to superintend and direct the services of others ; and 
again it is necessary for the unity of worship that 
liturgies be used, and that no bishop be allowed to 
alter them according to his private fancy. The 
same observation applies to forms and colours of 
vestments, and ceremonials of all kinds. But these 
are matters of inferior importance with which it is 
not only foolish but wrong, for any one to meddle, 
unless he is officially called upon to regulate them. 
They affect no one's salvation, nor does the know- 
ledge of their principles, however necessary in those 
whose duty it is to attend to them, conduce to our 
knowing more of God and of the mystery of re- 
demption, or to our loving Him more heartily. 

But the case is altogether different with the facts 
from which our knowledge of God is derived ; and 
which are the grounds of our faith and confidence 
in the Lord Jesus Christ, of our hope in the fulfil- 
ment of His promises made to us, and of our love to 
Him in return for all His love to us who are so un^ 
worthy of it. It is also different with the essential 
articles of the Christian faith which are deductions 
from those facts. The facts we can only learn from 
those who were present : the doctrines or deductions 
from those to whom Christ immediately taught them, 
and whom He commissioned to teach them. The 
authority then, for all this, is the four Evangelists, 
who have detailed the events of our Lord's li£e, and 
liis words and actions: St. Luke, who wrote the 
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acts and doings of the apostles and first disciples of 
our Lord, and particularly of St Paul : the letters 
of St. Paul to the churches he established, and to 
individuals ; and the letters of the other Apostles, 
together with the Apocalypse of St. John. Beyond 
these we have no undoubted statements of the facts 
on which our hope of salvation depends, or of the 
truth which our Saviour came to reveal, and com- 
missioned the Apostles to teach. These are con- 
tained in the book called the New Testament, which 
explains and expounds the older sacred writings 
which we inherit from the Jewish people. Accord- 
ing to the saying of the Father, " Novo Testamento 
" vetus patet, veteri Testamento novum latet." No 
persons but those who witnessed the facts, and re- 
ceived from the Lord the doctrines to be truly de- 
duced from them, can be a sufficient authority for 
anything we believe. They may be eloquent or 
dull men, wise or unwise, but their opinions are no 
sufficient basis for our faith, whether they lived in 
the second or in the nineteenth century. The faith 
of no man is sound except the doctrine he believes 
rest upon the written word of God : and one of the 
sins for which God is now bringing His judgment 
upon the papal nations is, that they have set up the 
decisions of their scribes, and lawyers, and doctors, 
—of Cyprian, Jerome, Chrysostom, and Augustine, 
above the written Word of God, which they have 
thereby made void. 

It is true that the Apostles bid their disciples to 
teach the things which they had heard from them, 
and also to commit the same to faithful men, able 
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to teach others also ; but they also bid them charge 
those whom they thus put m trust, " to teach no other 
" doctrine ;" and St. Paul told them to curse and 
banish all who did. This doctrine is contained in 
Holy Scripture, and is a sacred deposit committed 
to the Church on earth, of which the teachers ought 
to be the especial guardians: and the creeds are 
nothing else than summaries universally accepted 
by the Church, of those things which were origi- 
nally taught by the apostles of the Lord, and have 
been " always, everywhere, and by all" revered and 
acknowledged as the sense of Holy Scripture. 

The great error which pervades the papacy in 
reference to this question of authority, and pervades 
also Mr. Wilberforce's book, is, that the Holy Scrip- 
tures and the doctrines they contain, are entrusted 
to the sole custody of the clergy ; whereas they are 
committed to the guardianship of " the Church, 
" which is the pillar and ground of the truth." Every 
member of the Church, and not the clergy only, is 
bound to study the Scriptures, and to learn for him- 
self the doctrine. The clergy are ordained, among 
other functions, to teach the truth of Holy Scripture, 
and their word is to be received with deference and 
respect. But the people are not to be supposed 
destitute of reason or of common sense ; and there- 
fore if the clergy betray their trust, and teach their 
own opinion, the laity are bound to reject their no- 
velties : not as Mr. Wilberforce assumes, page 35, 
in those instances in which the case is obscure and 
the conclusion difficult ; but in those instances in 
which the contradiction to Holy Scripture is clear 
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and manifest. On the other hand, the papal theory 
of authority is, that the Church, that is, the Pope 
alone, has not only the power of interpreting obscure 
and doubtful passages of Scripture, which Christ 
gave to the Apostles with the aid of the ministry of 
prophets, but has the exclusive right of affixing its 
own meaning to, and by this means overriding the 
plainest passages ; and of propounding its dogmas 
under the name of traditional, and now of developed 
truth, even without reference to Holy Scripture : 
and so whatever they assert and promulgate, how- 
ever opposed to the plain Word of God, or to the 
tenets of the primitive Christians, is to be accepted 
as infallibly true. When Eome has spoken and 
announced some new and hitherto unrecognized 
doctrine, be you as loyal as you may to Christ and 
His Church, and attached to the truth as hitherto 
held by the Church, you must accept the new tenet 
against conscience, and the plainest dictates of rea- 
son, and profess to believe, it may be an absolute 
impossibility in physics, or a contradiction in logical 
terms, or else be excluded from outward communion, 
burned alive in this world, and condemned to perdi- 
tion in the world to come. 

The argument for authority thus exaggerated is 
the basis of a system of tyranny directly at variance 
with the essential characteristic of a spiritual body. 
Wherever this tyranny exists, the internal life of the 
Church of Christ is threatened with extinction, how- 
ever she may retain the outward form and machinery. 
St. Paul says, " I speak as unto wise men, judge ye . 
" what I say :" and in similar terms in other pas- 
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sages he appeals to the reason of those whom he in- 
structs. But Rome says, and Mr. Wilberforce jus- 
tifies her in it, ** I have pronounced ; there is no 
^* room for reasoning or for judgment ; hold your 
" peace ; and let conscience be silent, and under- 
" standing be blind ; and believe as I command." 
Roma locuta est, causa finita est. Under such a 
system it becomes a serious question, whether it be 
not a greater sin to submit, than to separate from 
the community which endures it. 



CHAPTER IV. 

IN this Chapter Mr. Wilberforce broaches a doc- 
trine which he follows up afterwards, namely, 
that the Church in this present condition of the 
world is the fifth monarchy spoken of in Daniel, 
and having consequently a certain resemblance to 
the other monarchies which had preceded it ; that 
the Pagan governments would oppose it, and the 
Christian would absorb it. If this be so it is not 
surprising that not only Pagan but all governments, 
whether pagan or Christian, should oppose it, for 
Daniel declared that it shall fall on all other king- 
doms and crush them to pieces. This is the Popish 
justification for meddling with all the present go- 
vernments on the earth. But if this be so, it is cer- 
tainly not the kingdom of which the King declared, 
V My kingdom is not of this world, else would my 
" servants fight." Nor is it consistent with Mr. 
WUberfprce's statement " that this kingdom was to 
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" coexist with other forms of society and not destroy 
" them ; to gather in all mankind, but not do away 
** with those institutions in which every individual 
" had already his place to interpenetrate the existing 
" mass without displacing it." 

Now, although Mr. Wilberforce contends that 
" the collective Episcopate is the medium of Christ's 
" authority," he maintains that we have no right to 
make use of the same common sense in reading the 
letters which St. Paul wrote to the Ephesians, Co- 
rinthians, and other not very learned, and some not 
very moral Christian converts, which they must have 
made use of when they received them : we shall, 
nevertheless, on the present occasion, venture to 
follow the Apostle's description of the organization 
of the Body of Christ ; and with the more freedom, 
that Mr. Wilberforce himself quotes a part of the 
same authority, and on this occasion ventures to lean 
on his own private judgment. First, however, let 
us note some other extraordinary expressions of our 
author, which, pervading the whole book, are not 
very creditable to his reputation for theology, or at 
least for aptitude to teach it. In p. 50, he says, 
" the members of Christ answer to the seed of Adam : 
" Christ is incarnate in history, because He was in- 
" carnate in His flesh : for He is Head over all 
" things to the Church, which is His body, the ful- 
" ness of Him that fiUeth all in all." Again in p. 
66, he says: " In this work (i. e. building the Church) 
" the Apostles had been the first labourers, and 
" through them did He, whom they had seen incar- 
" nate in the flesh become mystically incarnate in 
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^* the congregation." — Incarnation in history is nei- 
ther more nor less than rank nonsense. " Incar- 
" nation in the congregation " is the same. God 
uniting human flesh to Himself, so that God and 
man are united in one Person, is Incarnation ; and 
to nothing else in heaven or in earth is the word 
applicable. 

In his zeal to exalt the Episcopate he annihilates 
priesthood. He says, " Every priest was the Bishop's 
" deputy, and was constantly responsible to his su- 
" perior for those acts which he was commissioned 
** to perform. That power which our Lord bestows 
" upon the priesthood, He was supposed to bestow 
" through the perpetual intervention of the bishops. 
•* The bishop is the immediate representative of Christ, 
** but the priest is the representative of the bishop. 
" So that the first holds immediately, but the second 
" mediately only, from our Lord." It is true that 
in his own partial jurisdiction the bishop is the re- 
presentative of Christ, but not out of his own diocese : 
just as a governor of a province is the representative 
of the Sovereign in that province, but not out of it, 
or in any other province. And in this passage the 
priesthood is as unduly lowered, as the episcopate is 
unduly exalted. Although the priest received his 
ordination from the hand of a bishop, the bishop 
himself received his consecration from the hands of 
Apostles. The bishops do not hold immediately 
of Christ; none do but Apostles; and it is that 
which makes the Apostle Paul insist so constantly 
on the expression, " an Apostle not of men nor by 
"man, but by Jesus Christ and God the Father." 
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The bishops hold mediately as well as the priest, and 
the Apostle only immediately of the Lord. Every 
man who is ordained a priest is made a member of 
the one priesthood of Melchisedec. A bishop is not 
a higher kind of priest. The office of a bishop is 
purely ministerial and not priestly. The diflFerence 
between the two functions is great, although both 
may be performed by one man. Priesthood acts 
from man towards God. Ministry acts from God 
towards men. A bishop is a minister in a particular 
or local sphere, having oversight of other priests 
within that sphere. Priesthood is universal; mi- 
nistry is local either in its kind, or geographically, 
for even that of Apostle is confined to the Church. 
Every priest is a minister ; but every minister is not 
a priest. The consecration of the Holy Eucharist 
is not more valid by a bishop, or by an apostle, than 
by a priest ; because it is a priestly, and not a minis- 
terial act. 

On the other hand, it is a most unfounded notion 
that bishops were raised up to supply the place of 
apostles departed or departing. We find them a 
standing ordinance in the Church under Apostles, 
and in their place as necessary as Apostles. Thus 
we learn at how early a period James the Just was 
appointed bishop in Jerusalem, and Eusebius says 
that after his martyrdom and the destruction of 
Jerusalem, all the Apostles assembled and appointed 
Simon son of Cleopas his successor. Again we read 
that on the death of James, the Lord's brother, St. 
Peter and St. Paul, and not St. Peter only ordained, 
not their successor, as Mr. Wilberforce asserts, but, 



44 THE COLLECTIVE EPISCOPATE 

a bishop at Rome. QifuXiwffavTBg sv Kai oucoSo^i^cravrcc 
D( fuiKapioi aTTOOToXoi Tiyv eKKXvimav Aivw tijv tijc CTrtcricoTrijc 

\HT8pyiav ev£KHpi<Tav, The blessed apostles (Peter 
and Paul) having founded the Church (at Rome) 
delivered the service of the episcopacy to Linus. 
He was set as Bishop, not as Apostle, to which they 
could not set him : for to the apostleship the Lord 
only, and not man could appoint him. So when 
John left Smyrna he ordained Polycarp ; and so of 
other sees. 

In p. 70, Mr. Wilberforce declares that the bi- 
shop's spiritual power could only be received from 
the body of his brethren, but St. Paul says, the lesser 
can only be blessed of the greater. Where was it ever 
heard that a body of co-equals conferred anything 
on an individual which he did not possess before ? 
they might elect him into their club ; but they could 
confer no new power upon him. Since the death of 
the Apostles therefore, neither priest nor bishop has 
been otherwise than imperfectly or provisionally 
• appointed. But let us return to the organization of 
the Christian Church : and I transcribe from another 
work a passage which places this point in a maimer 
perfectly irrefragable. 

" The Apostle Paul casually and unconnectedly 
" in many of his Epistles, but most fiiUy and dis- 
" tinctly in the 1st Epistle to the Corinthians, and 
" in his Epistle to the Ephesians, declares what is the 
" constitution of the Church as framed of God ; 
" what are its principal memberships and parts ; and 
" what is the end and purpose to be accomplished 
" in the Church by the co-operations and mutual 
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ministrations of those several parts ; from whence 
we extract the following passages ; — In his 1st 
Epistle to the Corinthians, the twelfth chapter, 
after setting forth the diversities of gifts in divers 
men in the body of Christ, (the which, he illus- 
trates under the figure of the human body, and 
that body he declares, * is not one member, but 
many members, yet but one body ' whereof each 
hath need of the others) he saith, * Now ye are the 
body of Christ, and members in particular — and 
God hath set some in the Church ; first, Apostles ; 
secondarily, prophets ; thirdly, teachers ; after that 
miracles; then gifts of healings, helps, govern- 
ments, diversities of tongues.' And in his Epistle 
to the Ephesians, the fourth chapter, he saith, 
There is one body and one spirit, even as ye are 
called in one hope of your cialling ; one Lord, one 
faith, one baptism ; one God and Father of all, 
who is above all, and through all, and in you all. 
But unto every one of us is given grace, according 
to the measure of the gift of Christ. Wherefore, 
He saith, when He ascended up on high. He led 
captivity captive, and gave gifts unto men.' * And 
He gave some, Apostles ; and some, prophets ; and 
some, evangelists ; and some, pastors and teachers ; 
for the perfecting of the saints, for the work of the 
ministry, for the edifying of the body of Christ ; 
till we all come in the unity of the faith, and of 
the knowledge of the Son of God, unto a perfect 
man, unto the measure of the stature of the fulness 
of Christ ; that we henceforth be no more children, 
tossed to and fro, and carried about with every 
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" wind of doctrine, by the sleight of men, and cun- 
** ning craftiness, whereby they lie in wait to de- 
" ceive ; but speaking the truth in love may grow 
" up into Him in all things, which is the Head, even 
** Christ ; from whom the whole body, fitly joined 
" together, and compacted by that which every joint 
" supplieth, according to the effectual working in 
" the measure of every part, maketh increase of the 
^* body unto the edifying of itself in love.* 

" Of the four classes or orders of men, under 
" which, in the last passage quoted, the Apostle 
" sums up the ministries of the Christian Church, 
" including those expressly mentioned in the former 
" passage quoted, each one is, as we know, for a 
** special and specific woi'k, which work cannot be 
" efficiently fulfilled by any of the others, forasmuch 
" as each is the specific and eternally ordained in- 
" strument and ordinance by which God would fulfil 
" its appropriate work : and each has its distinct 
" and respective relation to man, each has its several 
" work to efffect in every man, and each has its re- 
" spective correspondence to the varying characters 
" of men. One man is more open to the influence of 
** authority and wisdom, which is the specialty of the 
" Apostle ; the conscience of another is more readily 
" convicted by prophetic utterance ; a third is more 
" easily persuaded by the hearing of the glad tidings, 
" preached by the Evangelist ; while others are fitter 
" subjects for the care of the pastor and readier dis- 
*^ ciples of the Teacher, at'whose feet they find them- 
^* selves sitting in the first moments of spiritual con- 
" sciousnesa* And this is as true of these ministries 



THE MEDIUM OF CHURCH AUTHORITY. 47 

** within the border of the Church, as to the world 
" without ; the saints must be perfected, not only by 
" the indirect, but by the direct, ministration of 
" each of these ministries, and so the work of the 
" ministry, internally, as well as externally, be ful- 
" filled. It is not through the instrumentality of 
" any one or two, but by receiving the blessing of 
" all, that the child shall grow up into the perfect 
" man ; forasmuch as it is God's law and ordinance 
" in His Church, that by these four means, and 
" neither by more nor by fewer, that growth shall 
" be attained ; for these are each and all together 
" necessary to the revealing of God and the showing 
" forth of His glory ; they are the gifts, in the giv- 
" ing and receiving whereof God the Lord vouch- 
" safes to dwell among men, and to this very end 
" they were given. In other words, they are the 
" ordinances whereby the essential goodness and 
" blessings which are in God are manifested to the 
** world, and poured into the bosom of the Church. 
" They were ordained of God, because exactly 
" adapted to those very ends, or rather they are the 
" necessary, and so the eternally ordained channels 
" whereby that Divine goodness and those blessings 
" find their spontaneous means of manifestation and 
" conveyance to man ; and so far forth as they are 
" withdrawn, and are not all and each existing in 
" full exercise. His goodness is obscured and His 
" blessings intercepted in.their passage to the Church ; 
" and the Church fails te be the dwelling-place of 
" God, the abode of His glory, and the declarer of 
** His manifold wisdom to the principalities and 
" powers in heavenly places. 
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" Therefore was it that the Lord Jesus Christ, 
" the revealer of the Father, (for every one who saw 
** Him had seen the Father,) did bear in Himself all 
" these offices when upon earth. He was the Apostle 
" of our profession, the Sent of God, — ^filled with 
" wisdom of God, in words of wisdom and holy 
" doctrine, in wisdom of conduct and rule ; He was 
" the Prophet mighty in word and in deed, the re- 
" vealer of the mysteries of God, the interpreter of 
" His word ; He was the Evangelist, the preacher 
" of the Gospel to the poor, the anointed healer of 
" the sick, the wounded and the maimed ; He was 
," the good Shepherd who laid down His life for the 
" sheep, the Teacher sent from God. 

*' In like manner, God is still to be revealed by 
" Christ Jesus in His body the Church. Christ 
" Himself is at the right hand of God ; He alone is 
" the container of all the fulness of God, and con- 
*' centres in Himself all the rays of the Divine 
" glory ; * for it pleased the Father that in Him all 
" fulness should dwell.' And all we receive only 
" out of his fulness, and grace answering to grace, 
" and each one of us only according to our mea- 
" sure (for, saith the Apostle, * as we have many 
" members in one body, and all members have 
** not the same office, so we, being many, are one 
" body in Christ, and every one members one of 
" another;' and our gifts do diflFer according to the 
" grace that is given to us) ; whence it follows that 
*' all the four offices whertby God should be known 
" and communicated, and which were centred in 
" Jesus Christ, must still be exercised in His 
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'* Church, and each by separate members ; and as 
" at the first by these in His own person, He wit- 
" nessed to the world, He gathered His children, 
" He blessed and comforted those He had gathered, 
" so also by these in His Church until the consum- 
** mation of the age, He shall continue to witness, 
" to gather and to bless ; yet not through the 
" agency of any one man, for that would be to 
" make that man the container of the incommufii' 
" cable fulness, which the Loi^d Jesus Christ Him- 
" self alone can be, but by distributing unto the 
" several members, and exercising through them 
" those several offices, each fulfilling its own func- 
** tions, and no one usurping the functions of 
" another ; otherwise the properties of the several 
'* parts of the body would be violated, and one 
" member would be enabled to say to another, * I 
" have no need of thee/ For the Church is not a' 
" phantom of the imagination, nor is it merely a 
" figure of speech to call it the * body of Christ,' or 
" its several parts members of that body ; the 
" Church is a reality, visible, tangible, definite — a 
** community of men disposed in various relations 
"one to the other, and to Himself, their Head, in so 
** true and real a union, that the human body can 
" only imperfectly represent, nay is but an outward 
** type and shadow of the Church, which is the 
** great original and archetype in the mind and 
" purpose of God. Nor are these gifts which He 
" received from men, and«gave to men, impersonal 
" influences nor abstractions, but they are them- 
" selves living men, by whom the fulness which is ' 

D 
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" in Himself is, by the operation of the Holy Ghost, 
" dispensed unto the Church ; therefore, saith the 
" Apostle, * When He ascended upon high, He re- 
" ceived gifts (Soyuaro) for man, and He gave some 
" men (tovc m^v, not ro) (men, not gifts) Apostles, 
" and some men prophets, and some men evangel- 
^^ ists, and some men pastors and teachers/ 

" And again ; they are not given for a time 
*^ which hath already expired : the object to be 
" attained by them hath not yet been accomplished ; 
" and by them alone can it be accomplished ; for 
" the saints are not yet perfected ; the work of the 
" Ministry hath not yet found its termination ; the 
** body of Christ is not yet edified ; the whole 
" people of God have not yet arrived in unity of 
** faith unto the perfect man, the measure of the 
** stature of the fulness of Christ ; the Church hath 
** not as yet been prepared as a spotless virgin for 
** the marriage of the Lamb. And until these 
*< ends are accomplished, and that which is perfect 
" be come, the instruments of God's appointing for 
** effecting them cannot be dispensed with, and ought 
** not to be suspended in their operations." 

Thpre is yet another consideration which it is 
plain Mr. Wilberforce has never contemplated. The 
Church is the house of God and the kingdom of 
Christ ; the bride of the Lamb, and the army of 
the Lord, but all now only in embryo. Not a king- 
dom to be established on the earth as it now is ; but 
a kingdom which is to be manifested or made fully 
visible at the second coming of our blessed Lord, 
when He appears, not to be crucified, but to reign. 
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The ministers of His Church, of His house, of His 
kingdom, are the same. These words only express 
diflFerent functions, which the same individuals per- 
form. As an eKKkriiTia they are elected out of the 
mass of mankind, icupiaici?, the Lord's, or peculiar 
portion, in order to give the highest worship to Him ; 
they are the persons in whom, as God's otjcoc, He 
resides, dwells, and out of whom He declares by 
word and act His wisdom and love and justice to 
all other intelligent and responsible beings. They 
are an eternal ordinance, the form of which revolv- 
ing time may develope in diflFerent phases, but 
which never ends. Men will still be men in ages 
yet to be unfolded, and this is the eternal develop- 
ment of the Church after which Dr. Newman is 
groping in the dark, as well as the author of the 
Plurality of Worlds. Men will still have minds 
capable of containing more knowledge than they at 
present possess ; hearts susceptible of stronger emo- 
tions of love than they are now enjoying : worship 
and praise shall ascend in a way that the songs of 
angels have never yet been able to express. There * 
shall be for ever ordinances, that is, bodies of men 
in the celestial hierarchy, set apart for the purpose, 
whose office it shall be to convey increased and in- 
creasing measures of that inexhaustible wisdom, 
knowledge and love which is in God to their bre- 
thren, to be by them again conveyed throughout 
every ramification of intelligent beings, even to the 
principalities and powers in heavenly places ; for 
^* the saints are nearest God."' I say not that the 
identical men who have occupied here the highest 
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places in the Church as it is on earth shall be those 
who will necessarily occupy the same, or at least 
analogous places in the world aiwv to come ; but 
they ought to do so, and are called to do so ; and 
if they are faithful they shall do so : for the gifts 
and callings of God are without repentance. 

As this fallen world of sorrow and suflFering is a 
place of preparation for individuals to qualify them 
to enjoy a higher condition hereafter, so is it a place 
for the preparation of the Church as one body, to. 
quality itself for its ultimate destiny hereafter, just 
as a camp is a field for the practice of an army, to 
accustom it to move as one body on actual service 
before an enemy. The Church must manifest or 
show to the world now the model or plan of the go- 
vernment of the world to come ; and they who will 
submit to be so moulded by God do bear the witness 
for Him which He seeks ; and do so far obey His 
will, and testify their love to Him by observing His 
statutes and His ordinances which He gave to His 
Apostles of old. No individual can be a witness 
' for God : he may say that he believes God ; puts 
his trust in Him and obeys Him ; but all that is not 
truly witness for God. The whole congeries of re- 
ligious sects have been no witness for God ; they 
show no form of His kingdom or government. The 
larger portion of baptized men lead wicked lives, 
and even the religious are not seen to be united in 
one body the Church so that their witness might 
reach the observation of all others, even as in the 
former dispensation the Tabernacle and Temple 
ivere objects visible to the eyes of men. 
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The truth of the eternity of the ordinances of 
the Church is borne witness to by all creation. The 
head of the visible government of God is indeed 
the Son alone, and He has selected from amongst 
men twelve to be near to Himself. He divided th^ 
whole human race into twelve patriarchates, and 
ranged all the families of mankind under them. 
The twelve stones in the breastplate of light and 
judgment on the breast of the High Priest; the 
twelve tribes of Israel; the twelve Apostles; the 
twelve stones in the foundation of the Heavenly 
City that comes down from heaven; the twelve 
gates of the same ; the twelve-square dimensions of 
it, the twelve kinds of fruits on which its inhabi- 
tants are nourished, declare this number twelve to 
contain a mystery which pervades the whole go- 
vernment of God, throughout that universe of which 
this globe is the spiritual centre. Infidels have made 
use of this fact, which they have perceived, to try 
to establish that these are only different forms fot 
expressing an astronomical problem relating to the 
Sun and the twelve signs of the Zodiac : as in the 
Origine Des Cultes; (Edipus Judovius, &c. These 
writers are groping in the dark after a great truth, 
which is, that these ordinances are eternal, and not 
merely for a temporary and evanescent purpose. 
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CHAPTER V. 

THE author entitles Chapter V. *^ a hierarchy 
necessary to the action of the collective Epis- 
copate." He says, the bishops were all equally 
bishops of the whole Church as well as of their par- 
ticular Sees ; which is so far true, in that the epis- 
copate is an order in the Church, but it is not true 
that any bishop ever had, or has at this moment, 
any power, authority, or jurisdiction out of his own 
see. The word hierarchy implies a subordination 
of persons or classes, and contradicts the idea of 
power residing in a body of co-equals ; but in the 
next chapter he defines hierarchy to mean a system 
of mutual inter-dependency. The most extraordi- 
nary assertion on this page, 91> is that " through 
" the ministry of the bishops, the Apostles still sit 
<* upon Twelve thrones judging the Twelve tribes of 
" Israel." First : the Apostles are in their gi'aves, 
and not sitting upon thrones anywhere. Secondly : 
there are no thrones to sit upon until the restoration 
of the kingdom to Israel. Thirdly : the bishops 
exercise no authority over the twelve tribes of 
Israel, although the Popes for many centuries past 
have treated, and continue to trea^t, all the Jews 
who are resident in Rome with brutal barbarity. 
Mr. Wilberforce argues that Apostles being few in 
number and united by habits, language and race, 
and being each supematurally guided by the Holy 
Ghost, kept the Church in unity: that bishops, 
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not fulfilling these conditions, did not keep the 
Church in unity, and therefore they introduced me- 
tropolitans, and subsequently patriarchs. All this 
proves that bishops could not keep the Churches in 
unity, and that Apostles could. This total and or- 
ganic change of government Mr, Wilberforce calls 
^* the gradual growth" of the organization ; wheread 
it was a substitute of a new thing, after the death of 
Apostles, in its then maimed condition. 



CHAPTER VI. 

IN Chapter VI. the author endeavours to shew 
that the " form of the hierarchy was prescribed 
** by the primacy of Peter." One object of thii 
chapter is to prove that St. Peter was superior to 
all the other Apostles, quoting from St. Cyprian'4 
treatise De Unitate. The whole chapter is indeed 
tnerely a summary of Cyprian's assertions, on which 
he says : " these statements of St. Cyprian are of 
" peculiar importance, because this prinfttcy wad 
" grounded, according to kim^ on our Lord's own 
" appointment." But what did Cyprian know about 
the matter more than we do ? He never conversed 
with our Lord nor with any of the Apostles, nor 
with anybody who had, Cjrprian knew no more 
than Mr. Wilberforce, and as an authority, is en-* 
titled to no more deference. He proceeds : " fof 
" this raises it (the primacy) above those other por* 
" tions of the Church system, of which it is the 
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** consummation, but which have their origin not in 
" any precise words of our Lord^ but merely in the 
** order which was introduced by His Apostles. 
." Whereas, if St. Cyprian's testimony be accepted ; 
** if such a provision was made by our Lord, and 
f* such is the interpretation which the Church has 
f ' put upon it ; wherein does this diflFer from any 
[' other elementary portions of the Gospel revela- 
" tion ? Does not the doctrine of the Trinity, for 
*^ instance, depend upon certain statements respect- 
" ing the Three Persons in the glorious Godhead, 
" which the Church, under the guidance of the 
*^ Holy Ghost, has collected into a system and 
" formed into a whole." The doctrine of the Trinity 
depends upon nothing of the sort. It has been 
shewn already that two Persons, each manifesting 
that He was Almighty, and yet neither of them the 
essentially unknowable Father, have appeared, act- 
ing and speaking in human flesh : a technical way 
of expressing this fact is by the word Trinity. These 
facts depend upon no system, nor collection, nor 
formation of the Church. Papists make their faith 
in everything depend solely on the dicta of the 
priests or bishops ; and they receive, consequently, 
the doctrine of the Trinity, the Gospel of salvation, 
find the lying miracle? of saints, exactly on the 
same ground. Hence when any sensible man among 
them has bis faith shaken upon some of these latter 
indefensible absurdities, his faith is shaken equally 
on every point of Christian doctrine, because he 
supposes that the one has no firmer ground of belief 
than the other. 
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The most remarkable characteristic of the Papacy 
is that it alone, of all sects of Christianity, contains 
and maintains all truth, but every part of it so per- 
verted as to become falsehood by its mode of appli- 
cation. It is impossible to estimate too highly the im- 
portance of the doctrine of unity, which is the first 
property of the Church. As all mankind form but 
one family, of which Adam is the head, so do all bap- 
tized persons form but one body, called the Church, 
the house, the dwelling of God. The wickedness of 
man has made the larger number of this body belie 
their baptism, and live in disobedience to God and 
in contempt of His commandments, never frequent 
His Church, nor listen to His instruction ; never- 
theless they are members of the body. They will be 
judged as baptized men ; as they who have received 
the Holy Ghost, and who have done despite to the 
Spirit of Grace. There are some, however, who do 
try to serve and obey Him, to exalt His Name on the 
earth ; to draw men to know and to worship Him, 
jand to fight against the wickedness by which they 
are surrounded. It is absolutely necessary for these 
good ones to act together, and to be united^under a 
head, if they will bear real and efficient witness for 
Christ, and bless the world. 

When after the death of the Apostles heresies 
arose, false teachers and various kinds of evil ap- 
peared in diffijrent places, it was necessary for thef 
rulers of the churches to meet together in consulta- 
tion : indeed such meetings were obviously necesT 
sary for the ordinary government of the churches. 
When the churches became sufficiently numerous to 
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attract the notice of the civil power, it was impos- 
sible to hold a general council without the consent 
of the emperor, which in Pagan times could not be 
obtained; consequently whenever evil broke out, the 
bishops of the province assembled and reported 
their decision to the rest of their brethren. In all 
assemblies it is necessary for some one to preside, 
and they naturally took the bishop of the apostolical 
See, that is, of some church whose first bishop, angel 
or pope, had been consecrated by an Apostle. Hence 
arose the office of arch, or chief, or first, or presid- 
ing bishop, although that title is not found before 
the Council of Chalcedon, a.d. 451. Sometimes, 
however, they took the bishop of the metropolis of 
the province, and hence the title of metropolitan, a 
civil designation, from the civil designation of the 
chief city of a province. Thus Egyptian bishops 
met under the presidency of the Bishop of Alexan- 
dria ; those of Asia under Antioch, before Constan- 
tinople became the Imperial seat ; those of Africa 
under Carthage; and those of Italy under Rome. 
In these synods the misconduct of bishops was con- 
sidered ; heretical doctrines denounced ; the bishops 
of the province elected, and at an early date con- 
firmed by the metropolitan as president, and regu- 
lations made with common consent. But no me- 
tropolitan presumed to exercise episcopal authority 
in the See of another bishop, nor could any new re- 
gulations be enforced in any church without the 
bishop's consent. 

It is easy to perceive the manner in which the 
Roman See attained its influence and power. The 
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superstitious veneration paid to all the apostolic Sees, 
because founded by Apostles, or, as in the case of 
Alexandria, by the immediate followers of Apostles, 
would attach in an especial degree to a church where 
the two most active Apostles had been martyred. 
It was also the seat of the empire, and there the 
bishops were first in immediate contact with the 
emperors. Besides all this, the greater number of 
those heresies which afflicted the Church, if not all 
of them, originated among those heathen philoso- 
phers who brought their subtle reasonings and opin- 
ions with them into the Church: these opinions 
found ready acceptance among the imaginative 
Greeks, but were rejected by the cooler-headed 
Latins ; and thus the Eoman, the peculiar child of 
the two chief Apostles, carrying with her the pres- 
tige of her locality, numbering among her converts 
some even of the inmates of the palace, added to all 
these a still more legitimate source of respect in that 
she was almost invariably, in the early ages, found 
on the side of orthodoxy. Some of the popes have 
indeed been heretics, which sufficiently refutes her 
claim to infallible guidance, but they have been 
comparatively few, and in general, notwithstanding 
their private sins, they supported the true faith. 
Meantime the necessity for unity was continually 
more felt, and the difficulty of preserving it in the 
absence of Apostles became more manifest, and 
the Bishops of Rome systematically pressed their 
claims whenever they could do so safely, yielding to 
passing storms, and availing themselves of the diffi* 
culties of other churches to renew them, and obtain 
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their recognition. They availed themselves above 
all of the occasional references made to " the See of 
Peter," to be found in writers who were themselves 
the very first to oppose the Eoman bishops in those 
instances in which they judged them to be wrong. 

Unity was found to be a necessity, and yet the 
Church being under one head, instead of under a 
college of twelve co-equals, was so contrary to her 
condition at the beginning, that it required much 
argumentation, and many treatises and letters before 
the faithful could be induced to receive it. Cyprian, 
in the third century, at last hit upon the novel idea 
that St. Peter was head of the Church above all the 
other Apostles, notwithstanding the universal cur- 
rent of tradition up to that time, that is, for the first 
250 years, that they were all equal ; notwithstanding 
his being the only one who was rebuked for dissi- 
mulation among the brethren, and notwithstanding 
the description of the Heavenly Jerusalem, that it 
stood on twelve and not on one stone. Never- 
theless this is the doctrine which Mr. Wilberforce 
sustains throughout this Chapter. 

Mr. Wilberforce refers to historical facts proving 
that as with bishops so with patriarchs and councils, 
apostleship being lost, ** the continued occurrence 
" of disputes must have satisfied all men that with- 
" out a fixed order and rule there could be no united 
" action in the collective episcopate." And then 
forgetting what he has already laid down, that the 
Apostles were kept in unity not by a hierarchy 
among them, but by the Holy Ghost being in them 
for that especial end, he quotes St. Cyprian in evi- 
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dence, that the " co-operation of all bishops was 
^* secured by the peculiar commission which St. Peter 
" received," which " primacy," as he calls it, he 
conceives St. Cyprian " supposed to be inherited 
" by the Bishop of Rome as occupying the seat of 
" St. Peter," " the principal church," " the root 
** and mother of the rest." 

Now St. Cyprian's statements cannot make that 
true which is historically and notoriously false, such 
as that " the Church of Rome is the root and 
" mother of all other churches." She is indeed called 
in the Apocalypse the Mother of Harlots, i. e. of 
other apostate churches who live in adultery with the 
kings of the earth, receiving honours and pay from 
them : but that is not St. Cyprian's meaning. The 
fact of St. Cyprian opposing the Bishop of Rome 
with such vehemence whenever he thought him 
wrong, is the best explanation of his meaning : and 
the principal passage adduced by Mr. Wilberforce 
is so far from attributing authority to Peter over 
the other Apostles, and to Rome over the other 
churches, it is clear that all he means is to point 
out that God had shewn the Church ought to be 
one, by giving to St. Peter, the first of the twelve, 
the authority which He afterwards gave to the twelve 
in common. The subsequent quotation as to Rome 
being the " principal city, as St. Peter was Princeps 
" Apostolorum," not their ruler, but their prince or 
ringleader, is limited in the same way. 

The author, therefore, fails entirely in his attempt 
to prove from the authority of Cyprian that our 
Lord laid down a provision for unity by giving 
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St. Peter an authority over his hrethren. St. 
Cyprian says nothing of the kind, and in those very 
passages he distinctly asserts the contrary, agreeing 
with the general voice of all the Fathers that there 
was but one apostolic commission, which was to all 
in common. 

Mr. Wilberforce is too able a man to permit us 
charitably to believe that his assertions are the re- 
sult of misconception, and not of design. 



CHAPTER Vn. 

IN the seventh Chapter our author proceeds to 
maintain Peter's supremacy, which he veils 
under the name of Primacy, out of the Scriptures. 
The whole argument for which turns upon the de- 
claration of our Lord to him, ** Thou art Peter, &c." 
On this ground it is contended that Peter was the 
Chief Apostle ; that if he had died the Apostleship 
would have come to an end, but that it might have 
lost any other with impunity ; that the rest of the 
Apostles possessed the power of binding and loosing 
only because he had ; that our Lord " speaks of 
" taking His chief Apostle into association with 
« Himself," pp. 112, 134, 140: and the whole is 
backed up by quotations from Cyprian, Origen, 
Augustine, Jerome, &c. 

It is to be borne in mind that Christianity was 
first established in the East, and that many Churches 
existed in Greece before any existed in Italy. The 
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only Churches addressed in the ApocaljT[)se are 
Greek. The Catholic New Testament exists only 
in Greek. The first mission of the Apostles was to 
the East. Acts i. 8. All ecclesiastical nomencla- 
ture proves this, for it is Greek : church, bishop, 
priest, deacon, eucharist, baptism, parish, cathe- 
dral, pope or papa, which is the title of every Greek 
priest to this day, &c. &c. are all Greek words. It 
appears from the Epistles to the Corinthians, Gala- 
tians, and others, that the Greeks, with their cha- 
racteristic love of novelty, embraced Christianity 
with much greater alacrity than the more cautious 
Italians; but that it made little impression upon 
them, for it did not restrain their turning aside, and 
renouncing it liith the same haste as that with which 
they had received it ; and that they were so unstable, 
and had so little solidity, that St. Paul declares he 
was not able to teach them a great deal which he 
had yet in reserve, for they were babes in intelli- 
gence, and not strong men. On the other hand, 
when he writes to the Romans, he gives them a full 
epitome of the whole economy of Christ. He begins 
with the universal fall and ruin of man ; the conse- 
quent vices into which they ran ; the hopelessness 
of their condition until God brought out the plan of 
salvation through the incarnation and death of His 
Son ; the uselessness of this unless the Father had 
chosen some individuals specially to believe His 
truth ; the end which the Jewish Church served in 
the great scheme ; its temporary rejection, and its 
final recovery; the blessing which follows those 
who believe the Gospel, and the banishment from 
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God's presence for ever of all who do not : which' 
gospel scheme, so far as it was a dispensation on 
earth, is a parenthesis between the rejection and 
final recovery of the Jews. 

These natural characteristics have ever been the 
same. The Greeks mixed up the doctrines of 
Christianity with the disputes of their schools of 
philosophers ; heresy after heresy was adopted by 
them. All the earlier heretics before Arian; the 
Arians themselves, the Nestorians, Eutychians, Mo- 
nothelites, &c. all arose, or found, like the last, a 
ready reception in the East, although arising in the 
West; whilst the majority of the Latin Churches 
remained orthodox. There would be a natural de- 
ference to the Bishop of the Metropolitan See ; more 
especially because from the very first, the bishops of 
Rome aimed at acquiring and displaying as much 
wealth and power as they could get. Unity was indis- 
pensable, and the orthodox were little scrupulous as 
to what they did or said in order to obtain it. The 
supremacy of Peter over the other Apostles, and of 
the Koman See, was unknown to the first ages of the 
Church, at least the writings of such Fathers as have 
come down to us are silent upon the subject, although 
the writings of the ages following are full of it. 

Mr. Wilberforce does not state that Papists have 
in all times been at variance upon the meaning of 
the words addressed by our Lord to St. Peter. This 
difference of opinion is admitted by the Popish 
writers Launoy, Du Pin, Calmet and Maldonat. 
These writers divide the interpretations into four 
classes : the first, makes the foundation to be Peter ; 
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the second, the Apostles ; the third, Peter's confes- 
sion ; the fourth, our Lord Himself. The first is 
maintained by twelve Fathers, followed in modem 
times by Baronius, Calmet, Binius, Maldonat and 
Alexander. Pope Leo adopted it ; and the Council 
of Trent so far admitted it, as not to contradict 
Fontidonius and Cardillus, who maintained it there- 
in. 

The second opinion was maintained by six Fa- 
thers. It was sanctioned by the Councils of Con- 
stance and Basil. The first directed a speech by 
Gerson, maintaining this view, to be published by 
their authority; and Julian, in the name of the 
second, delivered the same to the Bohemians. Pa- 
normitan followed, declaring that " Jesus gave no 
" greater power to Peter than to the other Apostles f 
and neither Pope nor any other person dissented. 

A third class interpret the rock to mean the con* 
fession. Launoy and Du Pin reckon twenty-fout 
Fathers and twelve Popes. In 829, Jonas, Bishop 
of Orleans, ascribes this interpretation to nearly all 
the ecclesiastical writers, and Eckius said that none 
deny this interpretation. Erasmus wondered how 
any person could wrest the passage to make it apply 
to the Roman PontiflF. Five Councils assert the 
same. 

In the fourth interpretation all agree. 

Du Pin, Bellarmine, and Alexander, have all 
hunted in tradition for proofs of Peter's supremacy", 
and failed to find it. The first admits the silence 
of the most ancient Fathers, such as Justin, Irenseus^ 
and Clemens of Alexandria. " De Petri primatu^ 
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" nihil apud Justinim, Ireiiaeum, Clemejitus Alexan- 
*^ drinum et alios antiquissimos." The first writer 
also who is pressed into the service is Origen, who 
lived in the middle of the third century ; but Du Pin 
admits that the Greek original is lost, and that the 
Latin translation of RuflSnus is full of interpolations. 
He mentions Cyprian and Eusebius, the great au- 
thorities of Mr, Wilberforce, and he rejects their 
testimony for interpolation or inadequacy. The 
first author, he says, upon whom any dependence is 
to be placed, is Optatus, who lived in 370. If these 
authorities are rejected, then Bellarmine's first is 
Basil, a contemporary of Optatus ; and Alexander 
begins with Cyril, of Alexandria, who is later than 
either. If, therefore, for nearly 400 years not a 
writer can be found who speaks of such a wonderful 
thing as this ecclesiastical monarchy, it is pretty 
certain that it is an after invention to justify the at- 
tempt at attaining Unity through the supremacy of 
the Bishop of Rome ; — a supremacy quite as much 
forced upon him by others as an usurpation on his 
own part. 

Nothing can be built upon the few casual expres- 
sions which are pleaded, even if they had occurred ; 
the age and the writers were all filled with exagge- 
ration and bombast. The Clementine recognitions 
speak of James as " the prince of Bishops," and 
Hesychius calls him *' the head of the Apostles, and 
" chief captain of the New Jerusalem." Chrysos- 
tom says that " John was the pillar of all the churches 
" in the world, and had the keys of Heaven." Ori- 
gen says, " Paul was the greatest of the Apostles ;" 
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and Chrysostom says, " Paul had no equal" Gre- 
gory says, " Paul was the head of the nations, caput 
^* nationum^ and obtained the principality of the 
** whole Church." The Fathers, both in the coun- 
cils of the Church and in their other writings, con- 
stantly use the same turgid titles to the Sees of 
Alexandria, Antioch, Constantinople, &c. which at 
other times are ascribed to Rome. 

On the words in Matt, xvi., Mr. Wilberforce 
throws over not only the Greek version, but also 
the Vulgate, Tu es PetruSj et super hanc Petram; 
in favour of the Syriac ; forgetting that the distinc- 
tion of gender bodi in the Greek and in the Latin, 
is the strongest commentary of the Catholic Church 
in opposition to the Popish view, that could possibly 
have been given. 

We learn from the Gospels that John was the 
disciple whom the Lord loved the most. If, there- 
fore. He had conferred distinction upon any in pre- 
ference to the rest, it certainly would have been upon 
St. John. It appears, moreover, that however they 
may have loved the benevolent and amiable disposi- 
tion of our Lord, however much they may have won- 
dered at His miracles, and admired His character, 
we are repeatedly told that they did not believe that 
He was the Messiah. At length our Lord directly 
enquires what diflPerence there was between their 
opinion about Him, and that of other people who 
heard His teaching and saw His miracles. Peter 
then declared his belief that He was the Messiah, 
whom the Prophets had foretold, and also that He was 
the Son of God. Until that moment, until some 
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one person believed in his authority and mission, 
all His labour of ministry had been thrown away. 
Upon this declaration however being made, our 
Lord pronounces him blessed : He does not bless 
him Himself and say, " now as a reward to you for 
thus thinking of me I will take you into association 
with myself," p. 112, 134; but He pronounces him 
already blessed, because His Heavenly Father had 
elected him and made a special revelation to him. 
Upon this declaration Peter was the first to be 
builded himself, not to build others ; and upon this 
declaration are all men builded to this day, for no one 
can be a member of the Church, stone of the build- 
ing, or Umb of the body, who does not believe on the 
foundation that Jesus is the Messiah. It was God the 
Father who had blessed him by electing him to have 
Mth in Jesus of Nazareth, the poor despised son, as 
it was supposed, of a carpenter, and to believe Him 
to be the eternal God incarnate, the future deliverer 
of his nation and of the world. Every one of us 
who has the same faith has been in like manner 
elected by the Father, and St. Peter has the pre- 
eminence of being the first elected to have that faith 
and to avow it ; as was in after time the Baron de 
Montmorency in France and ever styled for that 
reason to this day le premier Baron Chretien. Peter 
was also chosen subsequently by our Lord to declare 
the same truth both to Jews and Gentiles. All who 
in any age have been elected by God the Father to 
have this faith, and into whose hearts He has sent 
His Holy Spirit to make the same confession, are in 
iheir measure and sphere parts of the same rock or 
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stone, and are called by Peter himself living stones, 
as all are who have come to the Living Stone, and 
are built upon a spiritual house. 

To speak of building a Church upon Peter, or 
upon any other man, is nonsense. The gathering 
of a number of men in successive generations to 
believe that the same individual is God and Man, 
may be figuratively termed building them on that 
confession, opinion, faith, or any other similar 
term. The first man who made that confession 
may, according to the same figure, be termed the 
first stone, and the last man who is brought to be* 
lieve, and thereby to complete the building, may be 
called the key-stone of the arch : but save in this 
figurative sense, there is no meaning to the words. 
Moreover, the men gathered in successive genera- 
tions to this faith are united to one another not 
merely by agreement in opinion, but they are all 
partakers of the same Spirit which is in Christ, 
and His Spirit is eternal and divine. Here then is 
an additional reason for saying that they are builded 
on Him ; namely, that they are really, and not 
merely figuratively, united to Him. But they do 
not and cannot partake of the spirit of Peter, who is 
a mere man, like every other man. 

Peter's being first chosen of the Father to whom 
this revelation should be made, gave him no supre^- 
macy over the rest of the Apostles, nor did it con- 
stitute him the fountain of true doctrine and the 
head of rule and guidance to the Church. We have 
for proof of this, first, the fact that he is the only one 
who was resisted for having unsound opinions, fi)r 
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which he was rebuked by another Apostle accord- 
ingly : and this is doubtless left on record, and con- 
tinued down to us at this day, because it was fore- 
seen that the absurd opinion of Peter's supremacy 
over the other Apostles would be maintained in after 
ages, as a means of subverting God's appointed 
way of guiding His Church by twelve coequals. 
God's method of unity by twelve coequal Apostles 
was interrupted by their death : the faithful saw the 
necessity of unity, and so they were led on by the 
necessities of the new and fuller constitution of the 
Church first to provincial metropolitans, then to 
patriarchs, and last of all it became an easy task to 
the Bishop of Rome to commend himself as the sole 
ruler and supreme head. Thus in the west was his 
t^laim acquiesced in for centuries ; in the east it was 
never admitted ; and those who submitted to his 
power were fain to find texts for supporting the 
papal supremacy, instead of confessing and deplor- 
ing the sin which fi^ustrated God's way of guiding 
His Church, and blessing mankind. Nor was this 
perversion of texts anything new. Every heresy 
that has arisen has been supported by texts of Scrip- 
ture, which men readily find to their hand when 
they have preconceived notions in their head. 

Another ground on which an attempt is made to 
establish Peter's supremacy is, that he was thrice 
bidden to feed Christ's sheep. It marks how strong 
is the determination to support a theory at all 
hazards, when men found arguments upon such 
slender foundation. The plain story seems to be, 
that Peter was a warm-hearted, hasty man, pro- 
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fessing in a state of excitement more than in cooler 
moments he had strength to perform. Although 
all the other disciples should forsake our Lord, yet 
he declared that he was more constant than such 
summer friends, that he was ready to die in the ser- 
vice of Him whom he had been the first to recognize 
as the true Messiah, and the Son of the Living God. 
Immediately after this boasting and self-confident 
assertion, he deliberately denies his Master, his^ 
Messiah, and his God three several times. It was 
surely a very small rebuke for our Lord to remind 
him of his failing, by asking him whether, after all, 
he thought still that he loved Him more than others. 
Ambrose says the sin of a threefold denial was for- 
given, because of a threefold confession. " Ipse Pe- 
" trus in Evangelio tertio interrogatur utrum diligat 
" Dominum, ut trina responsione vincula, quae Do- 
** minum negando ligavit, absolveret." De Sp. Sanct. 
lib. ii. c. 1 1 : et de obitu Theodosii Jerome says, 
" Petrus trinam negationem trina confessione delevit. 
Ad Occanum." Yet Peter was provoked and offended 
at this question being put to him. Our Lord's reply 
to him was, " If you do love Me so much more than 
^* all My other disciples, as to be ready to die for 
" Me when all others forsake Me, prove this not by 
" empty assertions, but by feeding the poorest and 
^* weakest of My followers." Just as valid an argu* 
ment could be raised on Peter being the first, 
though not a final apostate ; the first in hastiness 
and rashness, but not in that faith which endureth 
in time of trouble and persecution. Our Lord then 
proceeds to inform him that he will die a violent 



72 A PRIMACY IS ASSIGNED TO 

death as He did. He had foretold his apostacy 
three times before the crowing of the cock, and He 
now foretelk the nature of his death. Peter does 
not seem to have liked this, for, turning round upon 
St. John, who was standing by, he — apparently with 
discontent — asked what was to happen to him. Our 
Lord again rebukes him, by asking that if it pleased 
Him that St. John should not die at all, what busi- 
ness that was of Peter's. This is the last we hear 
of him in the Gospels : the last words, instead of con- 
ferring a supremacy, imply a rebuke. In the Acts, so 
far from finding his fitness to be head of the Catholic 
Church, and to hold, as it is asserted, the perpetual 
custody of the two keys, one for admitting the Jews, 
and the other for admitting the Gentiles to the 
Jingdom of Christ, we find him so ignorant of the 
way of the Lord in vouchsafing the blessings of the 
New Covenant to Gentiles equally with Jews, that 
a special vision was requisite in order to induce him 
even to preach the Gospel to Gentiles, and a special 
outpouring of the Holy Ghost upon his hearers was 
needed in order to his allowing them to be admitted 
to baptism. And, be it remembered, that the very 
point upon which Paul subsequently rebuked him 
was because, even at a much later period, he refused 
to associate with uncircumcised Gentile Christians. 
Nor when we examine into the course of God's 
providence in propagating the Gospel, is there much 
to be surprised at in this : for we learn, that while 
Peter and James and John and the other Apostles 
were God's instruments for preaching the Gospel 
pud ministering the Spirit to the Jews especially. He 
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had another instrument whom He raised up to 
preach the Gospel and minister the Spirit to the 
Gentiles; and Paul, and not Peter, was the great 
" preacher and apostle and teacher of the Gentiles^ 
" separated by the Spirit of God, and called by His 
** grace" to this very end. So that if Peter had any 
kind of supremacy or preeminence as regarded the 
Jewish part of the Christian covenant, he clearly 
had none over the Gentiles. If this supremacy 
belonged to any, it belonged not to Peter but to 
Paul. 

Our author says, p. 117, " If our Lord's appoint* 
" ment of His Apostles had no further result, as 
" Presbyterians suppose, than the selection of cer- 
" tain individuals to attend upon His person, and 
" preach the Gospel for a few years after His death, 
" what matters it whether one was put in greater 
^* trust than another ? If no power was bestowed 
" upon any of the Apostles, it can only have been 
" an honorary primacy which was bestowed upon 
** their chief. For the inspiration of St. Peter has 
" never been alleged to have differed from that of 
" the other Apostles, and his contribution to the 
" volume of Scripture was smaU." No doubt the 
opinion of these Presbyterians is formed in great 
ignorance, while that of the author himself is not 
more sound. The Apostles were appointed to be 
channels for the bestowal by Christ of a certain 
measure of the Holy Spirit to enable those who re- 
ceived it to do a particular and special kind of 
work; and in the absence of these channels that 
measure of the Holy Spirit is not conferred. Accord- 
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ing to the Apostle's teaching, which has been already 
referred to, there are four main channels by which 
all the fulness that is in Christ flows into the Church 
to fertilize it, and make it as the garden of the Lord, 
producing fruit to His praise, even as four rivers 
watered the paradise of Eden of old, which is the 
type of the Church. 

By the way in which our author uses the word 
" inspiration," he is evidently in the vulgar error that 
inspiration is something by which a man is changed 
into a machine like a steam-engine, and impelled to 
do and say things of the meaning of which he is 
ignorant, and for which he is not responsible : that 
such is his idea is further shown in p. 121, where he 
says it was unnecessary for Peter to instruct the 
other Apostles, since all of them were inspired. 
This same idea is sometimes called " verbal inspi- 
*^ ration," and its absurdity is sufficiently proved by 
Mr. Wilberforce himself, in p. 20, already referred to 
in p. 6 ; first, by the account of the way in which the 
Gospels were written, according to the testimony of 
those who lived nearest to those times ; secondly, by 
St. Luke's own account of the reasons which induced 
him to write his Gospel ; and, thirdly, by this fact, 
amongst others, that the four Evangelists give four 
different accounts of the words which were written 
over our Lord on the cross. It is a superstition 
which is as rife among Protestants as among|^ Pa- 
pists, and they think thereby to put honour upon and 
enhance the value of the holy Scriptures. But the 
Papists, who admit nothing to be holy Scripture 
but a Latin translation, must remember that neither 
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our Lord nor His Apostles spoke Latin ; that they 
have got to settle which Greek manuscript is the 
inspired one ; and, where they differ, which is the 
true; and if the writers had been compelled in 
the abeyance of their intelligence to indite what they 
did not understand, there was no need for our Lord 
to spend three years and a half in mortal flesh, and 
forty days after His resurrection in teaching them. 
But every baptized man has had the Holy Spirit of 
Christ breathed into him, and by this he has the 
privilege of setting an example of godliness and 
holiness to all his fellow men, and of giving them a 
reason for the hope that is in him, whereby they 
may be brought to know and serve God also. Every 
baptized man, however, has not a mission to " per- 
" feet all other saints, to fulfil the work of the 
" ministry, and to edify the body of Christ." That 
particular form of mission is given to four classes of 
men sent to minister, one of which is Apostles, 
another Prophets, another Evangelists, and a fourth 
Pastors. Apostles cannot manifest that measure of 
divine truth which is the property of the prophetic 
office, nor can Prophets manifest that which is pecu- 
liar to the Evangelist or Pastor. All men are alike 
inspired ; that is, have had the Holy Spirit breathed 
into them ; but all have not received the same mea- 
sure ; for unto every one of us is given grace, that 
is, the favour to labour for Christ according to the 
measure of the gift. Apostles have their gifts, pro- 
phets theirs. Evangelists theirs, and pastors theirs. 
Priests receive in ordination the gift necessary for 
fulfilling the functions of their office ; and bishops 
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in consecration receive the further gift which enables 
them to preside over the priests as well as over the 
people gathered under them. All have received 
the breath of the Almighty, but not all for the same 
purpose. Hence it is, that, when Apostles ceased 
in the Church, their office could not be supplied by 
any others ; and the ministries of prophet, evange- 
list, and pastor became confounded and undistin- 
guishable, they whose office it was to distinguish 
and assign to each their place having been thus re* 
moved. Evangelists and pastors have indeed been 
clumsily shewn forth in the papacy by the regular 
and secular clergy, and amongst Protestants by 
their missionary societies and the ministers of their 
chapels. The prophetic gift also may be traced in 
various places and at various times throughout 
Christendom, but there have been no apostles over 
them to appreciate their words; and their utter- 
ances, even when pure, have been as water spilled 
upon the ground, which could not water nor refresh 
the sheep ; while Satan has continually mocked the 
priests with addolorate, ecstatiche, blinking pic- 
tures, and all sorts of imposture. God has also fre- 
quently answered the prayer of faith by miraculous 
interference, which has produced no benefit; for 
bishops and clergy are equally unable to discern 
spirits, promote the movements of the Holy Ghost, 
or cast out devils from those possessed. This con- 
fused notion about inspiration, and inspired writers, 
and inspired Apostles, and inspired volume, is, as 
has been already observed, a superstition as com- 
mon amongst Protestants as it is among Papists, if 
not more so. 



ST. PETER IN THE GOSPELS. 77 

We have another strange expression in p. 108. 
" If the thrones of the twelve are perpetuated in 
" the undying episcopate, and the Apostles still rule in 
" the persons of their successors, then must Peter still 
" speak in the midst of his brethren." If is a great 
peacemaker. The thrones promised to the twelve 
Jewish apostles are over the twelve tribes of Jews. 
Gentile bishops do not and never will rule over the 
Jewish nation. The author is involved in the same 
error as almost all the high Church party in Eng- 
land, which is that all the world is to become Chris- 
tian before the Second Advent of Christ. The Popish 
theory, as expounded by our author, is that our 
Lord took Peter into partnership with Himself in 
the government of the world : that his kingdom 
was set up, not at Jerusalem where He died, to 
which place He declared " He would return in the 
" same manner as that in which He had been seen 
" to go," but at Rome ; that successive Popes are 
Christ's vicegerents and Peter's successors for reduc-* 
ing all mankind to submit to their authority ; that 
all kings are to be obedient to them ; that they have 
never erred in anything which they have done, be- 
cause Christ gave a promise that He would be with 
His Church to the end of the world ; that the powers 
of His enemies shall not ultimately prevail against 
it, and that however it may be delayed, sooner or 
later all mankind will obey the Pope. 

Holy Scripture gives a very different account 
from this. It states that no sooner was man created 
in God's likeness than he fell into sin, lost that like^ 
ness, and that all his posterity have continued in 
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rebellion against their Creator : that God, at a later 
period, separated one nation and gave it ordinances 
by which to preserve the knowledge of Himself upon 
the earth, and that this nation turned away from 
Him also: that He then sent His Son into the 
world, Who took man's nature upon Him, not only 
iredeeming it from the evil condition in which it was, 
but exalting it to a higher condition than it had be- 
fore ; that He appointed four channels or classes of 
men by whom He would fill all who believed in 
Him with His Spirit, and through a hierarchy of 
bishops, priests, and people exhibit to the world a 
model of His kingdom in the world to come — when 
His Son, united to His faithful followers who have 
been gathered to Him, shall rule over all prin- 
cipalities and powers both in this world and in 
Heaven; that in this world they are to have no 
church property or wealth of any kind, and are to 
be obedient to all temporal rulers ; that all man- 
kind will conspire against this plan of God, as it is 
said in the Second Psalm ; that the ministers who 
have taken upon themselves to govern His Church 
shall rule it, not according to the commandments of 
His written Word, but according to their own am- 
bition, avarice and lust ; that nevertheless He will 
have an election in the midst of an apostate Church 
which shall bear witness for His truth, when He will 
return again to this earth, together with those who 
have fallen asleep in Him, and will then translate 
and gather to Himself the believers in Him who are 
alive, and then He will suffer those who have re- 
jected His ways to follow their own fancies, proclaim 
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that all power is from man and not from God, and 
fill the world with bloodshed, executing His judg- 
ment upon the faithless kings, popes, bishops and 
priests on the earth. After this shall the promises 
to His ancient people, written in holy Scripture, 
be fulfilled to them, and His word to His first 
twelve Jewish followers shall be accomplished, that 
they shall sit upon twelve thrones as judges over the 
twelve tribes of Israel. 

It is plain, therefore, that the Papal system is 
wholly at variance with the Word of God in the end 
to be attained and the means of attainment ; that it 
can only succeed by the same means by which other 
unchristian Governments seek to attain their ends, 
namely, by wealth, pomp, oppression and cruelty ; 
that, in fact, it proclaims a perpetual war against 
all other worldly power, and that kings of the earth, 
who hold their authority direct from Christ as much 
as bishops do, must put down Papal arrogance and 
usurpation, or be put down themselves. 

The seventh Chapter is the most important in 
the book, because it contains the position upon 
which the whole of the remainder is founded, 
namely, that Peter was " associated by peculiar co- 
" pai'tnership in one of the functions of his Master, 
" and became by grace that which Christ was by 
" nature.'* A few lines further in the same page 
he says that Peter was the ** especial representative 
'* of His Lord." These ideas are totally at variance 
with each other. An ambassador from a sovereign 
is not a co-partner with the sovereign. Again he 
says, that our Lord " speaks of taking His chief 
" Apostle into association with Himself." 



80 A PRIMACY IS ASSIGNED TO 

It may be wearisome, but it is nevertheless expe-* 
dient and charitable, to endeavour to clear away 
the confusion which, from these expressions, evi- 
dently exists in the mind of Mr. Wilberforce, by 
stating, as briefly as possible, the elements of Chris- 
tian truth. Man was ruined by disobedience to his 
Creator, and failure to fulfil the end for which he 
was created; and lost through ignorance of any 
way of restoration to God's favour. The real thing 
to be effected for him was to redeem him and make 
him a partaker of the Divine nature, so that he 
should never be able to fall any more. The indi- 
viduals made partakers of the Divine nature are 
called by various figurative expressions, one of 
which is a temple or church, the idea being a build- 
ing of which each of these individuals is a figurative 
stone : the security of God's work is represented by 
the figure of this work being builded on a rock. 
These same individuals, by being associated to do 
God's will, whilst the greater part of mankind op- 
pose God's will, are called by another figure — the 
hosts or army of the Lord. These same individuals, 
performing different functions all tending to the 
same end, are likened by another figure to a human 
body. These same individuals, exhibiting different 
but harmonious actions, are likened by another 
figure to a vine. It is obviously the part of com- 
mon sense to take and use these figures as illustra- 
tions, but not to confound the figures with the facts. 
The fact is, God acts through federal heads : as, for 
example, the plants formed at the creation are the 
parents of all plants at this day, although some may 
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have become slightly changed in certain particulars 
by varieties of soil and climate. The same law 
holds good in animals. The same law prevails 
in the moral and spiritual world. All Adam's 
posterity inherit the consequences of Adam's re- 
bellion against the commands of the Creator, of 
his using his own will in a manner independent 
of, and not subservient to the will of his Creator. 
Adam's posterity descends by the law of animal 
generation. The Son of God became man by su- 
pernatural generation — the Lord from Heaven. 
" He restored" the obedience in man's nature 
*' which He took not away," and paid the penalty 
of death which man had incurred; and, being 
raised from the dead, He sits as the visible God 
and Ruler of creation, and has sent down from 
Heaven the Eternal Spirit, who is one with the 
Father and with Himself, into those whom the 
Father hath given Him, endowing them thereby 
with eternal life. Hence He, since the ascension, 
is the Father of the age to come, and of the indivi- 
duals who are begotten again by the Spirit. This 
Eternal Spirit .of the Father and of the Son was 
first sent down upon twelve individuals, through 
whom He was subsequently to come into others, 
also forming them into three bodies or classes of 
ministers, even prophets, evangelists, pastors and 
teachers: and as men were collected in different 
places at a distance from the Apostles, priests were 
ordained over them for the work of the ministry 
towards individuals ; and over these, in each city or 
populous place, a bishop or overseer was set in 

F 
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charge of the whole body. These bishops, however, 
and these ministers had only local jurisdiction in 
the several cities in which they were established : 
and were held together in unity of knowledge, in- 
struction, rite and ceremony by the four classes of 
ministers who are over the whole. 

Now it is obvious that no individual can be asso- 
ciated with our Blessed Lord, the risen God Man 
sitting in the power of the Eternal Godhead ; and 
that the very notion, if seriously maintained, is blas- 
phemy. It is the Spirit of God which is communi- 
cated, and which flows through all eternity, without 
exhaustion, filling every one of these individuals 
according to his measure now as He did in the first 
days of the Church. Peter had his measure along 
with the other twelve Apostles, neither more nor 
less. Peter is in the grave, having fallen asleep in 
Jesus. A man cannot transmit his spirit to suc- 
ceeding generations any more than he can transmit 
his mind or his body. Peter could not " become 
" by grace that which Christ was by nature," for 
that is God. It is a contradiction in terms to say 
that God could create God: a self-existent One, 
create another self-existent One. 



CHAPTER VIII. 

THE author in the Eighth Chapter endeavours 
to prove fi*om the Acts and from the Epistles 
that " Peter had a primacy over the other Apostles." 
He says that " this is not to be confounded with tha4; 



IN THE ACTS AND IN THE EPISTLES. 83 

** supremacy of the Pope which has existed in later 
" times, and which has derived its shape from the 
** decrees of councils and the customs of Christen- 
" dom.*' He argued in the Fourth Chapter that 
not to believe in the papacy of Peter and the supre- 
macy of the Pope " was an impediment to salva- 
" tion," p. 84 ; and he quotes the opinion of Au- 
gustine, " who never suppresses his conviction that 
" no personal piety could compensate " for any 
bishop not submitting to the usurpation of the 
Bishop of Rome. This is masked by Mr. Wilber- 
force under the pretext that the separation is from 
the whole body of the episcopate, which is the body 
of the faithful, which is the Church, and out of the 
Church is no salvation. Protestants in general are 
quite ignorant of this fact, namely, that whatever 
the faith of any individual may be, however ortho- 
dox his creed, or however holy his life, the doctrine 
of the Papacy is that he will be inevitably damned 
unless he believe also that the Pope is Christ's vice- 
gerent and Peter's successor in the See of Rome. 
*' Believe in the Lord Jesus Christ, and you shall 
" be saved," says the Scripture : it is not true, say 
the Papists ; you cannot be saved unless you believe 
in the Pope. 

On p. 121 the author says that " the acts through 
" which the organization of the Church was to b6 
" attained were the teaching of doctrine and the 
" ministration of sacraments." Organization is not 
attained by talking. The Church must be organized 
before it can teach. This is quoted only as another 
of the instances of logical inaccuracy. He contends 
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that in the first twelve chapters of the Acts, the doings 
of Peter are spoken of more than those of any other 
Apostles ; which is true : but he admits also that 
the last sixteen chapters relate almost exclusivelj'- 
to the Apostle Paul. In page 124, he refers to 
St. Chrysostom, who praises St. Peter for his mode- 
ration in consulting his brethren with respect to the 
appointment of Matthias, whereas he might have 
acted by his single authority. But Chrysostom 
does not ground this on any supreme authority in 
Peter, but expressly on this, that St. Peter " had 
" the same power to ordain as they all collectively." 
But, in fact, it is evident that both Chrysostom and 
Mr. Wilberforce have equally forgotten that it is of 
the essence of the apostolic office that those who fill 
it should not have been appointed by man. 

The words now used in theological discussions, 
and which have become purely technical, were not 
used at their first introduction in their present re- 
Btricted sense. Thus we find the term Apostle 
applied to others than the Twelve, Phil. ii. 25, 
2 Cor. xiii. 23, and the term bishop used in such a 
way as evidently to refer to priests, Phil. i. 1 ; 
1 Tim. iii. The case of Matthias was peculiar. 
The Apostles were at that time waiting to receive 
the power of the Holy Ghost, who was about to 

come upon them. ArixpeaOe Swa/icv erreXOovTog tov Ayiou 

TlveuiiiaTog ctt' vfiag. They had none of them yet re- 
ceived the Holy Ghost, nor, consequently, the power 
for fulfilling the functions of their office, and the act 
recorded is not any such act as that which is called 
" ordination;" but simply the choice of one who 
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should be numbered with the rest, in order that the 
full number of twelve might be complete, and that 
the Holy Ghost might fall upon them, thus complete 
in number, and endow them for their work. There 
is no such word as ordain in the original : in v. 22, 
it is yeveaOai^ that is, ^^ must one be, or become a 
" witness with us." In spite, therefore, of Chrysos- 
tom and Mr. Wilberforce, there was no act of ordi- 
nation, as the word is now used; but simply a 
nomination. Neither did thfey select the individual 
who should ultimately be numbered with them ; but 
they named two ; and by casting lots they referred 
it to God to decide which of the two He would 
Himself ordain, and set in the office of Apostle by 
the endowment of the Holy Ghost. 

Thus we see in this instance the confusion which 
may arise from the use of terms which have now 
acquired a technical meaning, but were not origi- 
nally used in so restricted a way. Some writers 
have raised the question whether the eleven did 
right in taking steps to fill the vacancy made by the 
fall of Judas. However this may be, the difficulty 
of finding the due place for St. Paul amongst the 
Twelve is great ; and there is nowhere to be found, 
so far as I have ever heard or read, the remotest 
indication in type or otherwise, that a thirteenth 
would be called: and it must have been a great 
stumbling-block to all the Christians in those days 
to find Paul lay claim to that office. 

There is no doubt that Peter had a primacy, so 
far as primus inter pares j amongst the first twelve 
Jewish Apostles, and Peter's due place is likely to 
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be denied on account of the exaggerated claims 
made for it, claims that are advanced, not on account 
of its real merits, but in order to build upon that the 
farther figment of the supremacy of the See of Rome. 
The four orders of ministry which God appointed as 
the means of instruction and guidance are, as has been 
shown, Apostles, prophets, evangelists, and pastors. 
Now all these three latter may consist of any num- 
ber of individuals, but the first is limited to twelve. 
Each of these orders, however, must have an organ, 
or mouth, or quasi head, who is not superior to his 
brethren, being one of them, but who should be the 
channel for conveying any directions, instructions, 
&c. that are necessary : their mouth for speaking to 
others, not their master when speaking to them- 
selves. 

There is no plea for asserting any other distinction 
among the Apostles, as our author does, when he 
says, p. 125 : " St. James, it must be remembered, 
" was not one of the three leading Apostles ; it is 
" dubious if he was one of the twelve." And then 
quotes with approbation the words of Cyprian, that 
" Christ appointed Peter teacher not of the chair, 
" but of the world." This is the truth : but after 
Apostles had been dead for one hundred and fifty 
years, men could not imagine any higher ofi&ce 
than that of bishop, and so imagined that Peter 
must have been a bishop at Rome, Mark at An- 
tioch, &c. 

I quote again from the same treatise as before, a 
passage which sets this matter in its true light; 
" In the earliest days of the Church at Jerusalem, 
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" the only two offices distinctly brought into opera- 
" tion were apostleship, the head of rule, and dea- 
" conship, the head of obedience ; the upareia and 
** the SiaKovta. But the increase of the number of 
" the faithful even at Jerusalem (Acts xv. 2), and 
" the diffusion of the Gospel, and the gathering of 
" distinct communities in other places (Acts xiv. 23), 
" demanded the services of others in the priesthood. 
" And hence, as a necessary consequence, and as a 
" natural law of each distinct community, resulted 
** the hierarchy of the Christian Church, complete 
" in every several community, and with all the 
" necessary relative subordinations, and proper du- 
" ties of each several rank of ministry. But then 
" all these are the fulfilment of the office of pastor 
" and teacher to particular bodies of the baptized, 
" and the means of bringing it down to every one 
" individually : for though the priesthood, episco- 
" pate, and pastorship of the Christian Church are 
" one, the essential characteristic of this fourth 
" order of ministry is, that while the Apostles are 
" shepherds and overseers with universal jurisdic- 
" tion and with supreme authority, this is invested 
" with authority derived from Apostles, and be- 
" stowed for the purpose of being exercised in a 
" limited province, and therefore necessarily subject 
" to the Apostles. An apostle who should become 
" a bishop so far as he restricted his pastoral duties 
" to a local district, or limited number of persons, 
" would (as a pastor) appear no longer in the charac- 
" ter of apostle, but in that of bishop : and a bishop 
" who should claim universal jurisdiction, ceases 
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" from the distinctive character of a bishop, and 
" assumes to be an apostle. Thus it is that by the 
** constitution of the Church of God, the one priest- 
" hood finds its universal development in the apostle- 
" ship, its limited and particular exercise in the 
" ministers of churches particular — the apostles, the 
" one priesthood and universal episcopate ; the pas- 
" tors and teachers in their several grades associ- 
" ated with them in that priesthood for fulfilling 
" the priestly oflSce in all the churches of the saints. 
" As no one bishop, so can neither all bishops to- 
" gether, fulfil the precise and definite oflSce and 
" continuous duties of apostle. Not only is it im- 
" practicable in the very nature of things, but God 
** hath assigned to them their own place and duty ; 
*^ and apostles, not bishops, are God's ordinance for 
" apostolic work : there would be still wanting that 
" universal ministry which shall sum up, and ex- 
^^ press, and be the outward function of the whole, 
" just as all the members of the body together do 
" not constitute a man, but must be summed up in 
" his head, which is different and distinct from all 
" his other members. Thus Jesus in the heavens 
" ministers through apostles the function of supreme 
" rule, and dispensation of the Spirit of Life unto 
" all in the Universal Church." # # # 

* * * * " An apostle is given of God 
** to rule over the Universal Church, to confer the 
** Holy Ghost by imposition of hands, and to minis- 
'* ter the Spirit in all His fulness to bishops and all 
^* others. A bishop is a bishop and not an apostle ; 
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" with his one ministry to fulfil, however, and with 
" a limited grace to confer, in the confines of a limited 
"jurisdiction." 

All the sects in Christendom, however varying 
from each other, are founded upon partial passages 
of Scripture, which the members hold to the exclu- 
sion of others. The fatalism of the Calvinists, the 
mawkish sentimentalism of the Evangelicals, the 
barren coldness of the Quakers, all are owing to the 
same cause. The author under consideration, and 
all the Papists, run into the same error. In the 
present case their fault arises from exclusive attach- 
ment to the doctrine of the unity of the Church, 
and the simple figure of the human body, Mr. Wil- 
berforce should have recollected that there are many 
other figures to express the work and operations of the 
Church ; all equally proving that it is an organized 
body, and not a congeries of believers ; and if he 
had considered how frequently it is represented 
under the figure of an army, it might have occurred 
to him further that the four ministries which St, 
Paul declares to be the principal ministries in the 
Church, are the staff of the Lord of Hosts, and that 
bishops are colonels of the regiments. He may 
not be able to understand why a general cannot be 
a colonel also, and combine the fulfilment of both 
duties ; but every officer in the army could tell him, 
because he knows and feels the absurdity of such 
an idea. This question has become merely a theory, 
because no member of the Romish or Anglican 
Churches knows or feels any reason why an apostle 
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could not be a bishop, and why a bishop could not 
be an apostle, but there are some others who do, 
from practical knowledge and experience. 

Moreover, because it is denied that ministers of 
the Church, be they bishops, apostles, or any other, 
have or ought to have any jurisdiction over or go- 
vernment of the affairs of this world, it is not to be 
supposed that the Church took no care of her chil- 
dren's well-being in it. The Church is the means 
of temporal blessing to men in this present world of 
sorrow. By the office of deacon, now so miserably 
perverted in every sect, and in none so badly as 
in the Roman and Anglican sects, the poor were 
eflfectually provided for. The creature owes to the 
Creator the tenth of his increase and the seventh of 
his time, — the former produces a fund for the proper 
maintenance of priests and of the worship. Besides 
this, the faithful make offerings for the poor, of 
which fund the deacons have charge, and relieve 
them according to their several necessities. By this 
means, and by this alone, are the rich saved from 
ostentation, and the poor from humiliation ; by this 
means alone does the right hand of the rich never 
know what the left doeth ; and by this alone can 
the rich be assured against successful imposture. 
It is only by the Church when brought into full 
operation, that the loving-kindness of God over all 
His creatures can be seen. This is the reality 
which Socialism is straining to attain, as well as all 
the other fallacious efforts to mitigate distress which 
unsanctified and ignorant benevolent men are it 
tempting to produce. 
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The quotations from Scripture and from the Fa- 
thers are given in such a way as to mislead the 
ignorant, and I impute no intentional deception to 
Mr. Wilberforce in so saying ; for a writer naturally 
extracts only as much of another writer as suits his 
purpose. But the Fathers, whom he quotes frequently, 
contradict themselves ; and after having cited hun- 
dreds of passages to show that Peter alone was 
supreme over all the other Apostles, he writes as 
follows in p. 129 : " Hilary the Deacon, while assign- 
" ing to St. Paul a superiority in the particular 
^^ mission to the Gentiles, contrasts it with the supe- 
" riority which belonged to St. Peter in the Church 
" at large. Paul mentions Peter alone, and com- 
" pares him to himself, because he had received a 
" Primacy in founding the Churches of the Gen- 
^' tiles'^ And again : ^^ as he assigns associates to 
" Peter, namely, the illustrious men among the 
^< Apostles ; so he joins Barnabas to himself, who 
" had been associated with him by Divine appoint- 
" ment : yet he claims the grace of the primacy, as 
" granted by God to himself alone, as to Peter 
" alone was it granted among the Apostles/' Ac- 
cording to this, unless the Papists are Jews, they 
have no right to claim Peter for their primate, but 
ought, which is indeed the truth, to date their spi- 
ritual faith from the Apostle PauL 
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CHAPTER IX. 

CHAPTER IX. is devoted to the maintaining 
that " the Bishop of Rome is St. Peter's suc- 
" cessor ;" and the author asserts, in recapitulation 
of his former statements, that the possession by 
Peter of the power of primate " was the universal 
" understanding of those first ages, from which we 
" have received the Scriptures." They who are un- 
accustomed to the barefaced untruths in which 
writers in defence of papal usurpations indulge, are 
liable to be staggered at the hardihood of their as- 
sertions. I will only cite again one contradiction 
from a Popish historian in this place: *' De Petri 
" primatu, nihil apud Justinum, Irenaeum, Cle- 
" mentem, Alexandrinum, et alios antiquissimos." 
Du Pin, 313. 

I believe that there is not a single Roman Ca- 
tholic historian, not writing expressly in support of 
the Papacy, but admits that the occupation of the 
See of Rome by St. Peter as bishop is a pure fable. 
In a discussion of the date of his visit to Rome, the 
Author of " The Lives of the Popes" says : " Mais 
" avant que de vouloir fixer le tems de ce voyage, 
** ne seroit il a propos de procurer une bonne fois 
" que St. Pierre a ete a Rome ? II n'en est pas dit 
** un seul mot dans les ecrits du Nouveau Testa- 
" ment. Et si Ton allegue la tradition contre les 
" protestans, ils disent que ce n est pas la premiere 
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" erreur qu'elle ait autorisee. D ailleurs il ne leur 
" parait pas vraisemblable que les apotres, qui 
" etaient eveques nez de toute I'eglise, aient ei; un 
" siege particulier qui leur fut afFecte, ou que si St. 
" Pierre eut eu celui d'Antioche, il I'eut quitte pour 
" s'en faire un autre a Rome ; et cela d'autant plus 
" que St. Paul doit avoir ete dans cette capitale de 
*^ I'Empire avant que St. Pierre y allat, autant 
** qu'on pent en juger par le dernier chapitre du 
'* livre des Actes, et par toutes les Epitres que le 
" premier de ces Apotres ecrivit de Rome dans les 
" deux epoques de sejour qu'il y fit." 

The omission of Clemens, who was a Roman 
bishop, to mention Peter having preceded him in 
that chair, is of itself sufficient to show its improba- 
bility, and, so far as a negative can be proved, it is 
proveable that Peter never was at Rome. A sum- 
mary of the arguments against this has been well 
given in a tract recently published " On the Papal 
** Supremacy, by a Medical Man." 

Mr. Wilberforce quotes and argues from a well 
known passage of Irenaeus, in which, after stating 
that it would be too long to enumerate the succes- 
sions to all the churches, he gives the tradition of 
that church which he calls the greatest, most ancient 
(which it was not), and best known of all, namely, 
the church founded and constituted at Rome by the 
two most glorious Apostles Peter and Paul, who 
** having founded and built up the church, put the 
** administration of its episcopate into the hands of 
" Linus : " and then he traces down the succession 
to his own times. 
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On this Mr. Wilberforce attempts to found the 
supremacy of the Church of Rome over all churches 
by succession from St. Peter : whereas the passage 
entirely negatives any such idea. In the first place 
Irenaeus admits that the preservation of the tradi- 
tion of the Apostles and the teaching of the truth 
was not peculiar to Eome, but he mentions Eome 
only because he has not space to mention all. In 
the next place he distinctly negatives the idea that 
St. Peter alone founded the Church in Rome, for 
he attributes it to both Peter and Paul : and 
next, instead of asserting that St. Peter was bishop 
of Rome, he asserts that St. Peter and St. Paul 
made Linus bishop, while they were alive and con- 
tinued to fulfil their own offices of Apostle. For 
that this is the meaning of their committing the ad- 
ministration of the episcopate to Linus is not only 
evident from the expression used, rtiv rrig €7ri<ricoir*ic 
XsiTovpyiavy a clear distinction between the two offices 
of apostle and bishop, but receives an additional 
confirmation from a remarkable passage in another 
ancient author. Rufinus, who died in 410, in his 
preface to Clement's recognitions, addressed to 
Gaudentius, makes the following statement : " Linus 
" et Cletus fuerunt quidem ante Clementem Epis- 
" copi in urbi Romana, sed superstate Petro. Vide- 
" licet ut illi episcopatus curam gerent ipse vero 
" apostolatus impleret officium. Sicut invenitur 
^* etiam apud Caesaream fecisse, ubi cum ipse esset 
" prsesens Zacchaeum tamen a se ordinatum habe- 
" bat episcopum." — Pet. Apos. Cotel. i. 492. 

To avoid transcribing long passages it may be 
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stated, as indeed the title of this chapter declares, 
that the object of Mr. Wilberforce throughout is to 
show that St. Peter transmitted, or bequeathed, or 
handed down his office to Linus. Now first, Peter 
was an Apostle, and not a bishop. No one can 
hand down a power. If the office of Peter had been 
an empty title, such as the modem title of dukes, 
and counts, and barons in France, or baronets and 
knights in England, requiring no power for fulfil- 
ment of duties, because there are no duties to fulfil, 
Peter might have bequeathed it, like any temporal 
property ; but he could not hand down the measure 
of the Holy Ghost which he possessed to enable 
him to fulfil his duties as an Apostle. The whole 
idea is grossly carnal, and indicates a total want of 
spiritual light in any one who can entertain it. 
This and many other similar notions, which have 
been gaining strength amongst Papists of late years, 
make it doubtful whether the Holy Spirit be not 
withdrawing from the Papacy altogether, and whe- 
ther it be not on the point of being filled with evil 
spirits aping and mocking the truths of God, of 
which the laity are kept in ignorance by having the 
Holy Scriptures withheld from their knowledge. 

We have seen that in the passages alleged from 
Irenaeus the consecration of the first Bishop of 
Rome is attributed to St. Peter and St. Paul, and 
not to St. Peter only, if he were ever there. But it 
is quite immaterial by which Apostle he was conse- 
crated ; it is the Spirit of Christ that was conveyed 
to him, and that fitted him to fulfil his office, and 
not the spirit of him who consecrated him. If the 
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church at Rome was peculiarly under Peter's 
charge, it is singular that St. Paul should have 
treated him with so little respect, courtesy, and 
common good feeling, as to write a very long letter 
to that church, nay, " to all that be in Rome, be- 
" loved of God and called to be saints " without 
once mentioning Peter: and, what is worse, he 
says, " I long to see you, that I may impart unto 
" you some spiritual gift — so I am ready to preach 
" the Gospel to you that are at Rome also." The 
Romans would naturally reply, " We are very much 
" obliged to you, but we have the Prince of Apostles 
" presiding over us, whom you have forgotten to 
** mention : he can give us all the spiritual gifts 
" that you can ; you had better go, as you say you 
" prefer doing, to the places where Christ has not 
*' yet been named." And thirty-two years after the 
death of our Lord, does Holy Scripture inform us 
that Paul preaches in his own house at Rome to all 
comers, none interfering with him, and yet not a 
word is said of Peter's being in the place, or having 
anything to do with it. 

Mr. Wilberforce asserts that Eusebius is the first 
person who notices the succession of any bishops 
except those of Rome. This is not correct, for the 
Apostolic Constitutions mention many other bishops 
ordained by Apostles : neither is it consistent with 
a passage from TertuUian, which he has previously 
cited ; nor with the passage from Irenaeus, already 
quoted, which says that Paul and Peter committed 
(the administration of the episcopate, as Mr. Wil- 
berforce translates it, but more correctly) the ser- 
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vice of the episcopacy, r^v r?jc €7re<rico7rnc \eiT8pyiavy tO 

Linus. 

St. Mark wrote his gospel at Rome thirty years 
after our Lord's ascension, and though St. Peter's 
companion and friend, says not one word about his 
supremacy. Peter says nothing about it in his own 
epistles. Paul writes to the Romans in a. d. 58, 
when, according to Popish tradition, Peter must 
have been Pope many years, and although he salutes 
more than thirty persons he never once names the 
Prince of the Apostles. When Paul was residing 
in Rome, he wrote many letters ; in one of these, 
just before his martyrdom, he says ** only Luke is 
" with me," and that all others had forsaken him. 
If then the Prince of the Apostles were there, he 
must have run away too, and again denied his Lord 
in His suflfering servant. Epiphanius and Jerome 
say that Peter was crucified the same day that Paul 
was beheaded, Pudentius says a year after, and yet 
Paul takes no more notice of him than if he had 
never existed. Tertullian and Jerome say that 
Clement succeeded Peter. Damasus says Linus was 
bishop until two years after Peter's death. Ana- 
cletus and Alexander say Clement succeeded Peter. 
Eusebius says Linus was bishop eleven years after 
Peter's death. Irenseus was the disciple of Poly- 
carp, who knew the Apostles, and therefore his tes- 
timony is the best of all, and his account has been 
given above. 
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CHAPTER X. 

IN the preceding chapter Mr. Wilberforce says 
that " the chair of St. Peter is the only one 
" which can be shown to have its representatives at 
" the present day ; and as our Lord was the only 
" known representative of the first Adam, so St. Pe- 
" ter's progeny alone can trace their spiritual descent 
" from the second." But he now says in this chap- 
ter that no one can tell whether Linus or Clemens 
was the bishop whom Peter consecrated. 

It is a strange jumble to say of our Lord, that 
** though in general all mankind have descended 
" from Adam, yet our Lord was the only individual 
" of His generation whose earthly parentage can be 
" traced to our common ancestor." Every Jew, 
and especially every Levite, and every one of the 
house and lineage of David, must have been able to 
trace their genealogy to its source ; and that of our 
Lord is given not to show that he descended from 
Adam, which no one could question, but that He 
descended through Abraham, Solomon, David, &c. 
to whom specific promises had been made, and who 
were types of Him in some particulars. It is of no 
advantage whatever to us to know from whose 
original consecration bishops have descended to our 
time: none can care but an idolater, who looks 
upon Peter as Christ's associate in the foundation 
of the Church ; and in nothing more than in this. 
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as expressed in this either silly or blasphemous book, 
is the difference between early Eoman Christians 
and modem Papists more clearly seen. Bingham 
writes, b. I, c. 1, s. 6 : " It is very observable that 
" in all the names they (the first Christians) share, 
" there was still some peculiar relation to Christ and 
" to God, from whom they would be named, and not 
" from any mortal man, how great or eminent soever. 
" Party names and human appellations they ever 
" professed to abhor : we take not our denominations 
" from men, says Chrysostom, we have no leaders as 
" the followers of Marcion, or Manichseus, or Arius. 
"No, says Epiphanius, the Church was never so 
" much as called hy the name of any Apostle^ 
But the Church of Rome now glories in being called 
after Peter. 

The author admits that during many years after 
the death of the Apostles, history is wholly silent as 
to the powers which writers in the fifth century 
assert to belong to the Bishop of Rome, and he 
asks, " What reason have we to assume that during 
" all this period the successor of St. Peter was not 
" discharging the same office which had been per- 
" formed during his lifetime by the chief of the 
" Apostles." The reason is plain and obvious : the 
usurpation of the Pope was not developed, and 
many must have been alive during the first century 
who had seen, and therefore knew practically, the • 
difference between the office of an apostle and that 
of a bishop. And although I have used the word 
usurpation, it is not necessary to impute bad motives 
to all. Many of the Popes, and probably a large 
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proportion of their advocates in their strong sense 
of the necessity of unity, hit upon any form that 
seemed to them good. So far as human eyes can 
see, nothing but schism and error would have been 
the consequence of want of unity, and whether the 
course they took was right or wrong, still no doubt 
the intention was good and the necessity urgent. 
The usurpation of the empire by Napoleon III. is 
to be justified on the same ground, namely, that he 
thereby saved his country from becoming a scene of 
anarchy and carnage. If the Papists were honest, 
they would not seek to justify the fact of papal 
usurpation by falsehood and prevarication, but de- 
fend it as a case of necessity at the time when it 
occurred. 

He goes on to notice various differences which 
were settled by this imaginary primacy of Peter, 
and alludes, amongst others, to the question of 
Easter. This is dangerous ground for him to enter 
on, because there is none that more indisputably 
proves the total want of deference that was paid to 
the dictation of Rome during the first ages of Chris- 
tianity. The shores of Great Britain were very early 
covered with Christian missionaries on the coasts of 
Wales, Ireland, Scotland, and Northumberland. 
When, subsequently, Gregory, in the sixth century, 
sent Augustine here, he required from the Christians 
at Banchor their submission to the Pope of Rome ; 
they replied that they had never heard of such a 
person, and refused to recognize him. Augustine 
said to them, " in multis quidem nostras consuetu- 
" dinis contraria geritis." Bede, ii. 2. Gosselin, Ra- 
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nulph, and Malmsbury confirm Bede's account, the 
first of whom says, " non solum repugnant, verum 
** etiam suos usus omnibus praeeminentiores Sancti, 
" PapaeElutheriiauctoritatepronunciant;" Eleuthe- 
rius never having pretended to be universal bishop. 
The chief point of difference was the time of the 
celebration of Easter ; and when the English yielded 
for the sake of unity, but not on account of any pri- 
macy or authority in Peter's successor, the Scotch 
still resisted. ^^ Aliam obedientiam quam banc non 
" scio debitam ei quem vos nominatis Papam," said 
Dinoth, the spokesman for the British Bishops. The 
Irish held out longer still, and kept their original 
customs until Adrian made a present of the island 
to Henry IL for the annual payment of one penny 
per head. The ancient Irish Christians hated the 
Popish customs, *^ Bomanam consuetudinem odio ha- 
" buerunt :" and their Bishop Dagan refused to eat 
and drink in the same house with bishops sent from 
Rome. These historical facts prove that the British 
received their Christianity from the East, and not 
from Rome, and during the period from the Con- 
quest to the Reformation, the British Roman Catho- 
lics never were the abject slaves to the papacy 
which the inhabitants of other countries were, and 
which the British Papists are again become. This 
subject is again referred to in the last chapters of the 
book. 

Mr. Wilberforce endeavours to combat the notion 
that deference was paid at first to the Bishop of 
Rome because he had his seat in the metropolis of 
the empire. Popish writers have admitted that such 
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is the case. Du Pin says, that the Roman Church 
had the precedence, " quia Romana urbs erat prima." 
335. Giannone says, " parcequ'il avait son siege 
" dans la capitale de Tunivers," iii. 6. This is fur- 
ther proved collaterally by the bishops of the other 
cities in the empire taking rank in the councils ac- 
cording to the dignity of the cities in the state, 
whereby Constantinople was promoted above An- 
tioch and Alexandria, and placed next to Rome, 
because it was new Rome, and the royal city : " eo 
** quod sit ipsa nova Roma." In p. 190, Mr. Wil- 
berforce admits this, by citing the twenty-eighth 
canon of the Council of Chalcedon, which says, " To 
" the throne of the elder Rome, because that city 
" ruled, our fathers fitly gave precedency : and 
" moved by the same consideration the one hundred 
" and fifty bishops gave the like precedency to the 
" sacred throne of New Rome, fitly judging that 
" the city, which has been honoured by the empire 
" and the senate, should enjoy equal precedency 
^* with the elder queen, Rome, and be magnified 
"like her in ecclesiastical matters, being the second 
" after her." 

Mr. Wilberforce labours hard to show that the 
primacy of the Bishop of Rome was acknowledged 
in Ante-Nicene times, and adduces the conduct of 
Pope Victor, who threatened to excommunicate the 
Eastern Churches. He admits that this threat of 
Victor was opposed by Irenaeus and the Gallic 
Rishops, and was consequently not acted upon. 
Socrates asserts (v. 22) that Victor, inflamed with 
anger, sent an act of excommunication, and that 
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Irenaeus severely reproved him for it. Eusebius 
shows (v. 24) that the truth lies between Mr. Wil- 
berforce and Socrates. The letter of Irenaeus is a 
reproof, but not a severe one, but sufficient to nega- 
tive the idea that Irenaeus admitted any other 
authority in Victor than belonged to every bishop, 
namely, the right of reproving in other churches 
whatever he considered contrary to truth. Victor's 
conduct amounted to no more than what every 
bishop has a right to do, who is the conservator of 
apostolic doctrine in faith and observances, and 
therefore he had a right to denounce those who acted 
schismatically in letters addressed to his brother 
bishops : and such are the excommunicatory libels 
(libelli anathematis) of which Socrates speaks, and 
of which ecclesiastical history is fiiU. 

His next evidence is the interference of Pope 
Stephen in the matter of rebaptizing heretics ; but 
he admits that Cyprian, Firmilian, and the African 
bishops rejected the decision of the Pope, although 
backed by the threat of excommunication. This 
case is fatal to the claims of Rome in the third cen- 
tury, and to the testimony of Cyprian in favour of 
them : and Cyprian is the key to Mr. Wilberforce's 
whole position. The epistles of Cyprian and of 
Firmilianus, to be found in Cyprian's works, are 
express: he died rejecting the Pope's sentence. 
The African bishops persisted in rejecting Stephen's 
authority until the matter was decided in the Coun- 
cil of Constantinople, a. d. 381, can. 7. When 
Stephen rejoined, Cyprian comments on his letter 
(Ep. Lxxiv. ad Pomp.), calling it arrogant and self- 
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contradictory ; says that the custom of Rome is a 
human tradition^ and that a bishop had not only to 
teach but to learn. Firmilian, who was bishop of 
CsBsarea, and friend of Gregory Thammaturgus, 
speaks of Stephen's bold and presumptuous deeds ; 
says that at Rome they do not observe the apostolic 
traditions, and vainly pretending the authority of 
the Apostles ; expresses his indignation at Stephen's 
manifest folly, who so boasts of the zeal of the epis- 
copate, and that he is the successor of St. Peter, 
while he introduces other rocks and builds many 
churches. Whichever was in the right, we find one 
bishop in the East and another in the West joining 
in setting at nought the authority of the Pope ; and 
their opinion prevailed, and was unanimously as- 
sented to by a $ynod of eighty-seven bishops assem- 
bled at Carthage in opposition to that of the Pope. 
Mr. Wilberforce tries to get over this, by saying 
that Cyprian and the rest only were displeased at 
the manner of Stephen's interference ; but it is a 
wretched subterfuge. The question was in Africa 
and decided against the Pope's decision, and proves 
that his supreme authority over other bishops was 
unknown at that time. 

Mr. Wilberforce's next point is, that Cyprian 
himself invoked the interference of Stephen in a 
matter on which they agreed. No doubt he did ; 
but his sentiments with respect to the Pope's rights 
are to be gathered from cases only in which he was 
opposed to him ; for less influential bishops were 
foimd for the purpose of the moment gladly to avail 
themselves of the countenance of the more powerful 
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whenever they could ; but even on this occaBion he 
merely expresses his intention to adhere to the 
opinion on which he previously knew that both were 
agreed. 

Mr. Wilberforce's last point is, if possible, still 
more weak. On p. 157, he refers to a case wherein 
a metropolitan in Gaul was pitted against another. 
Rome was influential in Gaul, Carthage was not. 
Rome claimed a patriarchal power in Gaul, Car- 
thage made no such pretensions : nevertheless Faus- 
tinus the bishop wrote to Cyprian as well as to the 
Pope, and naturally Cyprian urged the Pope to ex- 
ercise whatever influence he possessed. Mr. Wil- 
berforce admits that Gaul was not within the patri- 
archate ; for in that age the metropolitans in Gaul 
were consecrated without reference to Rome ; which 
is another fact that is fatal to papal claims. Rome, 
however, claimed patriarchal authority both there 
and in Spain, and even in Carthage : and bishops, 
when it suited their purpose, were suflSiciently blind 
to evoke the action of Rome against others, which, 
when directed against themselves, they resisted to 
the utmost. 

In this chapter he dwells more than in the others, 
although he has frequently referred to it, upon the 
Fifth Monarchy in Daniel, which he contends is the 
Papacy ; that is, that an universal kingdom of peace 
and blessedness is to be established on the earth by 
some machinery which is now in operation. A 
similar error, although in a different form, is com- 
mon to all the sects in Christendom. The Papacy 
believes that the kingdom of Christ began at His 
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crucifixion, and the Pope is His viceroy on the 
earth ; that by persecution of those who oppose him, 
burning their bodies, seizing their property, making 
all temporal sovereigns confess that they hold their 
crowns from the Pope, the Papacy will be established 
as an universal monarchy, the earth will be covered 
with monasteries and nimneries, and priestcraft will 
be triumphant. The Protestant sects believe that 
this kingdom is what they call a spiritual kingdom ; 
that is, a mystical and invisible kingdom, and is 
composed of all men who believe in the doctrine of 
justification by faith, and that it will be established 
all over the world by the distribution of bibles and 
tracts. 

Now the truth is, that this kingdom will not be 
established until Christ Himself comes as king to 
establish it: that the end to be effected by the 
Church in the present dispensation between His 
first and second advents is not to establish this 
kingdom, but only to show the model, plan, and 
form of it, as the tabernacle showed it in the wilder- 
ness ; and thereby to gather an election out of the 
world who shall be builded together in such a form 
as shall outwardly exhibit Christ's method of govern- 
ment in His kingdom ; and being made holy by the 
ministries which He gave for that purpose shall be 
translated, " at His appearing and kingdom," with- 
out seeing death, when also judgment shall go forth 
upon all who have refused to be obedient to His 
ways. Our Lord specially declares that His king- 
dom is not of this world, else must His servants 
fight as the servants of other kings do : but His 
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Mrvants must not fight nor resist any temporal 
power. The Pope's guards at Rome are a standing 
witness that he has apostatized from the true stand- 
ing of a Christian hishop. 



CHAPTER XI. 

IN this chapter, entitled, " The Supremacy of 
" the Bishop of Rome the Church's interpreta- 
" tion of St. Peter's Primacy," the author cuts at 
once the knot of all reference to Scripture. He 
contends that the early Church established three 
diflferent powers, the episcopate, the hierarchy, and 
** the primacy, which gave unity to the whole body, 
" and which was earlier in its institution, and more 
** expressly recognized in Holy Scripture than either 
" of the others. Not of course that any of them 
^' were deduced from the written word ; for they 
" were in existence before the books of Scripture 
^* were collected into a volume, and in them lay the 
** governing power of the Church, when she consoli- 
^^ dated the sacred canon. But all of them are 
" alluded to in Holy Scripture, though the two first 
" are not spoken of in that distinct and fiill manner 
" in which our Lord spake of the primacy." Our 
Lord gave us His example as to the proper way of 
dealing with all religious disputes, which is to argue 
them out of the Scriptures. If, then, any thing is 
claimed as incumbent upon us that is not " deduced 
" from the written word," it is a sufficient reason for 
our saying, " Get thee behind me, Satan." 
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After contending in the last chapter that Peter 
had only a primacy, and that the power of Rome in 
Antenicene times was only primatial, he now endea- 
vours to persuade us that the Church interprets this 
primacy to be a supremacy. Having already seen 
how Rome's pretensions were resisted in those days, 
the last of his arguments only shall be noticed, which 
is, that when the Court of the Emperor was moved 
to Constantinople, the Emperor's interests became 
opposed to those of the Pope. There were, how- 
ever, other oppositions besides these: Constanti- 
nople was opposed to Rome ; metropolis to metro- 
polis, and soon afterwards Eastern to Western. 
The patriarchate of Constantinople became a ral- 
lying point for all the Eastern bishops who were 
against the ambition and encroachment of Rome. 
At first it was weak, and this will readily account 
for the instances in which it appeared to yield to 
Rome, but it is certain that the Eastern bishops 
never admitted more than a primacy in Rome, 
at no time did the bishops ever admit the supre- 
macy. 

Mr. Wilberforce gives a very inadequate account 
of the Synod of Sardica, and altogether omits to 
notice the sixth canon of the Council of Nice, which 
bears upon it. Nice was a general council ; that at 
Sardica was not, for the great body of Eastern 
bishops withdrew from it. a.d. 325. This sixth 
canon prescribed that " the ancient customs should 
" be maintained which are in Egypt, Lybia, and 
" Pentapolis, so that the Bishop of Alexandria 
" should have authority over all those, forasmuch 
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" as this is customary to the Bishops ako of Home. 
^' In like manner also that in Antioch and in the 
" other provinces, the ancient privileges should be 
" preserved to the churches. And this is altogether 
" clear that if any one be made a bishop without 
" the mind (yvtofivl) of the metropolitan, this great 
" synod hath determined that such a one ought not 
" to be a bishop." Mr. Wilberforce does not men- 
tion this, nor venture on the monstrous gloss of Bel- 
larmine and Baronius, that the meaning of the 
canon was that the Bishop of Alexandria should ex- 
ercise the same power over Egypt as the Bishop of 
Rome exercised over him. This is a genuine spe-* 
cimen of Popish veracity. They are steeped in 
falsehood, so that they are not to be trusted for the 
plainest facts. Ruffinus, fifty years afterwards, held 
on the other hand that the custom of Rome extended 
only to the suburbicarian churches. Mr. Wilber- 
force passes by this canon altogether, and produces 
the canons of Sardica, which was not a general 
council, and claims them as a legal settlement and 
sanction of the appellative jurisdiction of the Pope. 
The facts were these : Constantius the Emperor 
in Asia and Egypt was an Arian, and favoured the 
persecutors of the orthodox. With his sanction a 
synod was held at Antioch by Arian and Socinian 
bishops, who entertained an accusation against 
Athanasius of Alexandria of seizing the patriarchate 
without the sanction of a synod, and of violence, 
resulting in the death of several persons {Sozomen, 
iii. 5 and 6. Athan. ApoL). The synod expelled 
him and chose Gregory. Athanasius went to Rome, 
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where he was received to communion by Pope Julius, 
who as an individual was orthodox, and as Pope was 
glad of an opportunity of advancing his own power 
as well as the truth. He complained that thie 
bishops at Antioch had met in council and decided 
the cause without giving him notice ; whereas as 
respected the Church in Alexandria, the custom 
was to write first to Rome, and sentence to be given 
from thence. The bishops at Antioch replied, com- 
plaining that Julius should have received to com- 
munion one rejected by themselves. Julius pre- 
vailed on Constans, the Western Emperor, to take 
up the cause, and Constans and Constantius agreed 
to summon a couneil at Sardica in Ulyrium. This 
was intended to be a general council, but the .whole 
body of Oriental bishops refused to attend unless 
Athanasius was excluded until he had been tried 
and acquitted ; in which demand they were tech- 
nically right. Hence Sardica never has been held 
to be a general council. In consequence of the re- 
fusal of the Eastern bishops the Western had it all 
their own way ; and in order to guard against an 
Arian emperor in future, they passed the canons in 
question and gave a judgment in favour of Athana- 
sius. In the meantime the Eastern bishops met at 
PhilippopoUs, confirmed the sentence against Atha- 
nasius, and deposed Julius: and the two synods 
separated denoimcing each other. 

Richerus says, the canons were only intended to 
be temporary : and in no case do they establish the 
claim to supremacy as of divine right. They are in- 
correctly stated by Mr. Wilberforce, and they only 



INVOLVES THE SUPREMACY, 111 

give the Pope the power of granting, and rehearing^ 
and nominating judges ; but they do not touch the 
pre-existing law of the Church, that trials were to 
take place in the provinces to which the parties be- 
longed, and by the bishops of that province. Mr. 
Wilberforce says the canon authorizes the Pope to 
select judges, but it does not authorize him to send 
judges into the provinces, nor to remove the causes 
to Rome : and another canon expressly provides that 
the Pope should write to the bishops of the nearest 
province to rehearse the matter. 

Mr. Wilberforce takes his version of the canon 
from a Latin translation of Dionysius Exiguus, a 
most dishonest compiler of canons in the interest of 
the Pope. In the original, the canon says : " If any 
" bishop in any matter considers himself unjustly 
^^ judged, and supposes that his cause is not shame- 
** ful but good, so that the hearing should be re- 
" newed, let us, if it seem good to your love, honour 
'^ the memory of Peter the Apostle, and let those 
" who judged the case write to Julius, the Bishop of 
" Rome, so that, if need be, through means of the 
** bishops neighbouring on the province the trial 
*' may be renewed, and that he may appoint judges,'* 
(or literally " those who may take cognizance of it)" 
iwiyvwfiovo^. It is evident that Dionysius mistrans- 
lates it so as to favour the pretension of Rome to 
decide appeals in the last resort. The context 
however proves that this could not be the meaning 
of the canon; and now that we have the canon 
before us, we see that it only gives the Pope the 
power of deciding on appeals whether there should 
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be a rehearing ; taking it in connection with the se- 
venth canon of appointing his legates to be assessors 
in the council of bishops who should rehearse the 
case* 

But whatever power was intended by these 
canons to be given to Rome, the fact of their Jbeing 
passed negatives the Roman theory, that the Pope's 
supremacy was an acknowledged divine right, for 
then no legislation would have been necessary, nor 
would the Pope have allowed it ; and this is further 
proved by the words of the canon, which do not 
give it as a previous right, but as an act of honour 
to Peter, whose name the See had received. Riche- 
rus gives weighty reasons for concluding that these 
canons were temporary, and intended to be re- 
stricted to Julius by name. Hist. Condi, iii. 4, 

Mr. Wilberforce however pretends, p. 177, that 
the power given by this canon was the ancient con- 
stitution of the Church ; and he quotes, as an im- 
partial witness, Julius himself, and Socrates, and 
Soziman, who copy from each other, both using 
the same word which Mr. Wilberforce translates 
differently. Mr. Wilberforce is too good a scholar 
to allow us in this instance to accuse him of igno- 
rance of the truth, and he has probably relied upon 
Dr. Newman's note on Athanasius, p. 56. They 
say that there was an ecclesiastical canon declaring 
that canons or acts were invalid which were be- 
side or without the sanction of Rome. But neither 
doth this witness agree. Julius complains that sen- 
tence had been given in the Council of Antioch 
without notice to him, whereas he had invited the 
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Eastern bishops to meet in Rome, where he said the 
case should be decided, alleging " the ordinances 
" of Paul, and the traditions of the Fathers." St. 
Athan. Apol. 11,4, 25, 26. But the two historians 
refer, neither to Paul nor to the Father^, but to a 
canon. Now no such canon exists, nor did Pope 
Julius pretend it : neither did his Holiness explain 
where Paul said all appeals were to go to Rome, 

It is a plain matter of history that the Council of 
Sardica was never considered a general council, and 
Rome shews her sense of it by endeavouring to palm 
them on the churches in Africa, as canons of the 
Council of Nice. Amongst the many frauds of 
Papists, copies of these canons have been printed as 
canons of Nice ; and in one copy the name of Syl- 
vester is inserted instead of Julius, because he was 
Pope at the time of the Council of Nice : which 
Hussey properly calls " a deliberate fraud." Every- 
thing of Popish history teems with such. 

About thirty years afterwards, Apiarius, a priest 
in the African Church, was degraded by his bishop 
for immorality, and betook himself to Rome. Popei 
Zosimus tried what he could to work these canons : 
so he restored Apiarius, and quoted as his authority 
the canons of the Council of Nice. The African 
Synod assembled, and answered that there was no 
such provision in their copies of the Nicaean Canons; 
but agreed to let the matter stand over till their 
copies should be verified. The Pope endeavoured 
to prevail upon them to leave it to him to make the 
enquiry : but the African bishops wisely persisted 
in sending their own messengers to the East, and 

H 
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obtained the true version of the canons from the 
patriarchs of Constantinople and Alexandria, and 
the Pope was obliged to desist from his claim as re- 
garded the African Churches for many years. 

Although the version of the Sardican Canons by 
Dionysius Exiguus cannot be depended on, yet it 
should be noted that they were not at first most 
likely reduced to writing in Greek, but in Latin 
only. The present Greek translation was probably 
made at a later period. It agrees however with the 
Latin version given by Hervet. (Richer. Hist. 
Cone : iii. 4.) If it be so, that the canons origi- 
nally existed only in Latin, it rendered it still more 
certain that the Council was not general. 

The African bishops proposed that both parties, 
themselves on the one hand, and the Pope on the 
other, should send messengers to examine the copies 
of the canons kept in the Eastern Churches. The 
Legates proposed on the Pope's part, that the Coun- 
cil should request the Pope to examine them for him- 
self, and to leave the matter in his hands. To this 
they did not consent, but sent their own letters and 
messengers to the Bishops of Alexandria and Con- 
stantinople, who replied in a.d. 419, sending au- 
thentic copies of the Canons of Nice. In the mean- 
time Apiarius had been received with favour by Pope 
Coelestine, who had succeeded to Boniface : and he 
sent back the same Legates, and a Synod again 
assembled on his case. In this Synod, in spite of the 
efforts made by the Legates to screen Apiarius, he 
himself confessed the charge against him : and the 
bishops concluded by a letter to the Pope, which is 
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still extant, and is inserted at the close of the " Co- 
" dex Africanus;" several councils having beeH 
held at Carthage about this time, at which this codex 
was framed. 

In this letter there are many passages worthy of 
being noted in proof of the opinions of the bishops 
in Africa on this important point. 

After referring to the case of Apiarius, and re- 
lating his voluntary confession, they " earnestly im- 
" plore the Pope that he would not henceforth receive 
" to communion those who had been excommunicated 
" by them, which matter had been defined by the 
" Council of Nice [see the 5th Can.] ; lest such as 
** had been suspended from communion in their own 
" province should be found hastily and unduly re- 
" stored : further, that he would refuse to receive 
" presbyters and others of the clergy ; for as much as the 
" Nicene Decrees plainly committed the cases both 
" of the inferior clergy, and even of bishops to their 
" own metropolitans, providing that causes should be 
" determined in the places in which they arose, espe- 
" cially as any one dissatisfied with the judgment of 
" those about him had the right to appeal to the sy- 
" nods of his province^ or even to a general council : 
" unless indeed one could believe that God will be- 
" stow the spirit of righteous judgment unto one man, 
" and refuse it to many priests assembled in council. 
" They also submitted that transmarine trials must 
" fail in consequen^fe of the difficulty of bringing over 
" witnesses : that they found no authority in any of 
" the councils for enabling the Pope to send his 
" Legates k latere ; for that which had been sent to 



116 ST. Peter's primacy 

" them by the Pope as part of the Nicene Canons, 
** was not to be found in the more exact canons sent tb 
** them as authentic by Cyril of Alexandria, and At- 
** ticus of Constantinople, and transmitted by them to 
" Pope Boniface. Refuse also," they proceed, "at 
" any one's request to send your clerks as executors 
" [of your judgments]: refuse to grant their requests, 
** lest the smoke of the pride of this world be intro- 
" duced into the Church which should show forth the 
" light of simplicity and humility to them that seek 
" God. And as to our brother Faustinus [the Legate], 
" now that Apiarius has been removed for his evil 
" deeds, we are sure that through the faithfulness 
" and moderation of your holiness, Africa, with all 
" due regard to brotherly charity, will no longer sus- 
" tain his presence." 

From the date of this letter, wily Rome withdrew 
her claims, as she always does when opposed, in order 
to take a surer spring at a safer time ; and Africa en- 
joyed her provincial rights until, in consequence of the 
increasing power of Rome and the virtues of Gre-' 
gory the Great, they were extinguished there as well 
as in the other parts of the Western Empire. 

Such is the history of the Canons of Sardica; 
such the first stage in the development, according to 
Mr. Wilberforce, of the true form of Church Govern- 
ment as moulded by the indwelling Spirit of God : 
and yet he has the audacity to appeal to Sardica, 
slurring over these transactions, and contenting him- 
self by pleading the authority of St. Augustin, that 
while appeals were allowed from Africa in the case of 
bishops, and in regard to general questions of doc- 
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trine, other points were decided by the African Coun- 
cils at home. If the Canons of Sardica were good for 
any thing, they were as available for appeals in the 
cases of priests, as in those of bishops. The ground 
of rejection by Africa was, that the interference of 
Rome in the domestic affairs of other provinces was 
contrary to the Canons of the Church ; and that the 
alleged Canons of Nice, allowing appeals to Rome, 
were not oecumenical canons, as was falsely pretended 
by Rome. Interference in support of Catholic doc- 
trine and Catholic bishops, oppressed by heretics, 
and against heretical doctrine and heretical bishops, 
was the common right of all bishops, and especially 
of that bishop who was acknowledged to be the first 
bishop of Christendom ; but interference is one thing, 
and right of bringing cases before himself for adjudi- 
cation, either originally or by appeal, is another and 
totally distinct matter : and as to the reference in p. 
179 to St. Augustin, there is no doubt he was ready 
enough to sanction the interference of Rome when 
exercised for truth as he considered, while, present 
with the other bishops at Carthage, he is seen con- 
curring in the rejection of the Sardican Canons. 

It is unnecessary to remark upon the edict of the 
weak and vicious Valentinian, one of the last em- 
perors of the west, extending only to the west, and 
extorted from a sinking power. 

Mr. Wilberforce in the matter of appeals stops 
here : he does not venture to deal with the subsequent 
Council of Constantinople, in which the creed was 
finally settled, and acknowledged to be general and 
^ecumenical. After prescribing, in the second canon, 
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that each bishop should confine his administration 
to his own diocese, the third canon is thus con- 
ceived : " hut the bishop of Constantinople is to have 
" the privileges of honour next after the Bishop of 
" Rome, because that City is New Rome." 

Again in the Council of Chalcedon, the fourth 
general council, to which Mr. Wilberforce adverts, 
with another object, the 9th canon provides, " if a 
** bishop or clerk have a dispute with the metro- 
" politan of his own province, he may apply either 
" to the exarch of the province, or to the throne 
*' t)f Constantinople, the imperial seat (jSaacXcvwijc), 
** and let it be tried by him." And again in the 
17th, which relates to disputes concerning the bound- 
aries of ecclesiastical districts ; " If any one be in- 
" jured by his own metropolitan, let his cause be 
" tried before the exarch of the province, or by the 
" throne of Constantinople." Afterward follows 
the 28th canon, to which alone Mr. Wilberforce 
refers, and which, after referring to the third of Con- 
stantinople, asserts, first, that the privileges belonging 
to the throne of old Rome were granted by the Fa- 
thers : secondly, that they were granted because Rome 
was the imperial city : and then proceeds to assign to 
her special jurisdiction, the Pontic, Asian and Thra- 
cian Dioceses, as well as the bishoprics " among the 
" barbarians in connexion with them." 

The ambitious conduct of Rome had now fairly 
roused the East, and Constantinople, backed no doubt 
by its Emperor, sought to rival the power of the 
Pope, and the Easterns would, from their jealousy of 
Rome, naturally favour the movement. The power, 
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however, given to Constantinople in the ninth and 
seventeenth canons of Chalcedon, exceed all that 
had been hitherto granted to Rome by any canons. 
And we may at last deduce this, that if these privi- 
leges had been claimed or exercised by Rome, they 
were neither admitted to be of divine right, nor were 
acknowledged by Eastern Christendom. 

The next particular in the Papal Supremacy is 
the right of presiding in Councils. The first histo- 
rical fact (as asserted by Mr. Wilberforce), is that 
in the very first General Council which had ever 
been held since the Apostolic times, there was no 
president ; but in fact there appears strong ground 
for believing that the several Patriarchs presided in 
common. What is the next historical fact ? At the 
second General Council Mr. Wilberforce admits 
that the Bishop of Constantinople presided ; but he 
says it was not a General Council, except by accept- 
ance. Mr. Wilberforce is substantially correct : how 
came it to be accepted, when the Pope neither pre- 
sided nor even was present by his Legates? but what 
is the next historical fact ? At the third General 
Council Cyril of Alexandria presided, and that too 
although the Pope Celestine had sent three Legates j 
the bishops Arcadius and Projectus, and a priest. 
Whatever, therefore, might have been said by St. 
Cyril, in polite profession, St. Cyril was not in fact 
the representative of the Pope. The Patriarch of 
Alexandria presided : the Legates of the Pope, his 
legitimate representatives, though present, did not 
preside ! 

Is it not absurd then to talk of the Divine right of 
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the Pope to preside in councils, and of the acknow- 
ledgment of the right by the early Church ? 

Mr. Wilberforce pretends that in the Council of 
Ephesus Cyril acted by delegation from Pope Ce- 
lestine, because the Pope in a letter (to the clergy 
and people of Constantinople,) uses the expression, 
" vicem nostram Cyrillo delegavimus." But the 
plain meaning of the passage is, that as he was ne- 
cessarily absent, Cyril took his place; in other 
words, that by his absence he yielded his priority to 
Cyril, who would preside by seniority. There is no 
doubt, however, that at this time and subsequently, 
the Emperors exercised the undisputed power of 
convening all councils, and that they also claimed 
the power of appointing the presidents when they 
thought fit, as was the case shortly after at the 
pseudo-Council of Ephesus, under Theodosius. In 
the absence of any such appointment the senior 
bishop presided, and as Nestorius, the accused party, 
was then Bishop of Constantinojple, Cyril, in the ab- 
sence of the Pope, ranked next. 

Mr. Wilberforce then adverts to the letter of the 
Pope, but he does not mention that the accuracy of 
this passage which he quotes is denied^ and that we 
have another and more probable version. The 
words, as stated by Mr. Wilberforce, are as follows : 
" We have directed, according to our solicitude, our 
" holy brethren and fellow priests, &c., that they may 
" be present at those things which are done, and 
** carry out that which we have previously appointed, 
" To which we have no doubt your Holiness will 
" yield assent, since what is done appears to be de- 
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" creed for the security of the whole Church." There 
is in this sentence an evident confusion between 
what was to be " done," or decreed in the Council, 
and what had been already " done," or decreed by 
the Pope ; and there is manifest internal evidence 
that the latter has been interpolated. The passage, 
as given by Binius, (Richer. Hist. Cone. vii. 9.) 
runs thus : " qui nostra in se cura suscepta actis 
" vestris intererunt : quaeque k vobis sunt consti- 
" tuta suo calculo denuo confirmabunt. Non du- 
" bitamus autem quin sanctitas vestra illos ad com- 
" munem consensum sententiaeque dictionem sit 
" admissura. Quae vero decreveritis, ea pro om- 
" nium ecclesiarum tranquillitate habeantur definita 
" decretaque.*' " Who, taking our charge upon 
" themselves, will take part in your acts : and the 
" things determined by you, they will anew con- 
** firm by their sufirage. Nor do we doubt that your 
** Holiness will admit them to the common con- 
" sent and pronouncing of sentence. And whatso- 
" ever ye shall decree, may they be defined and 
" decreed for the peace of all the Churches." I say 
this seems a more probable version than the other. 
But both as to this letter, and as to the sentence 
itself, Mr. Wilberforce gives a most incomplete and 
incorrect account of the proceedings, and thereby has 
given a false colour to the matter. 

. In the preceding year, 430, Cjrril of Alexandria 
and Pope Celestine had been in correspondence 
on the heretical opinions of Nestorius : and the Pope, 
having convoked a Council at Rome, laid before 
them CjTil's two letters to Nestorius. The Council 
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approved these letters, as containiiig the orthodox 
doctrine, and condemned the opinions of Nestorius. 
Thereupon the Pope addressed the usual synodical let- 
ter to all bishops, and wrote to Nestorius, declaring 
that the two letters which Cyril had already written 
should be considered as two monitions, and that this 
letter should count as the third ; and that if within 
ten days after receipt of it he did not recant, he 
should be separated from the communion of the 
Church, and deposed. This letter, accompanied with 
another letter from himself^ was sent to Cyril to de- 
liver to Nestorius. Cyril, upon receiving this letter, 
held a synod in Alexandria, and communicated the 
two letters thus received from the Pope : and there- 
upon the Council determined to send the same, with 
another letter from themselves, which Cyril accord- 
ingly wrote, containing the celebrated twelve Ana- 
themas against Nestorius' doctrine, communicating 
the decision of the Roman Synod, and their own 
concurrence therein. 

Hereupon both parties appealed to the Emperor, 
arid concurred in desiring him to convoke a General 
Council. On the first day of assembly the Pope's 
Legates were not arrived; but the Council proceeded 
to business, and called upon Cyril, as first of the 
bishops then present, to preside. First was read 
the letter of the Emperor convoking the Council, 
which was directed to Cyril and to all other bishops : 
next an evasive answer from Nestorius, who was then 
at Ephesus, to the citation calling on him to attend. 
After sending two several deputations of bishops 
to him with no better success, the Nicene Creed was 
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read; as also Cyril's second letter, Nestorius' an- 
swer, then the letter of Celestinus, and the last letter 
of Cyril, containing the twelve Anathemas; after 
which, extracts from the writings of the Fathers ; 
and then certain passages from Nestorius, contrast- 
ing with those from the Fathers : lastly, further evi- 
dence as to the doctrinal errors preached by Nestorius 
was gone into ; and a sjniodical letter from Capreolus, 
Bishop of Carthage, was read : and they then pro- 
ceeded to deliver sentence to the following effect 
" This holy synod hath decreed, that since, beside 
" other things, Nestorius hath neither complied with 
" our citation, nor admitted the bishops whom we 
" sent, wo were compelled to proceed to the examina- 
** tion of his impious teachings ; and ascertaining 
" partly from his letters and commentaries [here pub- 
" licly read], and partly from his words lately spoken 
" here in Ephesus and proved by testimony, that he 
" holds and preaches impious opinions : constrained 
" (coacti) by the sacred canons and the epistle of our 
" holy Father and fellow minister, Celestine, Bishop 
" of the Roman Church, we have been compelled, 
" with many tears, to come to this lamentable judg- 
" ment against him. Therefore our Lord Jesus Christ, 
" whom he hath assailed with his blasphemous words, 
" hath determined by this most holy sjniod, that the 
" same Nestorius be deprived of his episcopal dignity, 
*^ and be separate from the universal fellowship and 
" company of the priesthood. I, Cyril, Bishop of 
" Alexandria, decreeing together with this holy 
^* synod, have subscribed. I, Juvenal, Bishop of Jeru- 
" salem, &c. I, Femius, Bishop of Caesarea in Cappa- 
" docia, &c." 
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It will be observed that the bishops refer to the 
Epistle of Pope Celestine, which had been sent to 
Cyril for delivery to Nestorius ; but they refer to it, 
as being in accordance with the Ecclesiastical Ca- 
nons. There is no reference to the authority of the 
Pope, as Mr. Wilberforce states. The council did 
not even wait for his LegUes to be present. 

It was only on the next session of the synod, 
eighteen days afterwards, that the Legates of the Pope 
made their first appearance. They then presented 
the letter from the Pope, from which Mr. Wilber- 
force quotes, and which from his account, any one 
would suppose had been read before the proceedings 
and sentence already narrated. The letter was re- 
ceived, as may be supposed, with loud acclamations, 
to Celestine as a new Paul, and to Cyril as a new 
Paul. And subsequently it would seem that " as 
** representatives of Celestine," which they were, and 
Cyril was not, they added the confirmation and ad- 
hesion of the Pope to the sentence already delivered 
by the Council. 

In the second and subsequent sessions (except 
probably the fourth) either Cyril, or Mennon Bi- 
shop of Ephesus, presided : it does not appear that 
the Legates presided at any session. 

Such is the history of this Council, the events of 
which rightly narrated, give no support to the Papal 
claims, and entirely negative the claim in particular 
of presidency ; and the extravagant speeches of the 
Legates themselves, which alone give any colour to 
those claims, can be of no real weight in determining 
their validity. It was not probable that at a mo- 
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ment of great excitement, the Emperor Tbeodosius 
adverse to them, the Pope advocating their cause, 
the orthodox bishops would take that opportunity 
of quarrelling with the Pope. Let it be remarked 
also that in the letter of the Emperor's indicting 
the Council, there is no mention of the Pope as 
moving him to the same. 

We now proceed to the Council of Chalcedon. 
And first we note a fact which Mr. Wilberforce does 
not mention, viz. that whereas, before the Council of 
Ephesus, Nestorius had been condemned both by 
Celestine and by Cyril ; the Council of Chalcedon 
originated in the condemnation of Eutyches, not by 
the Pope, but by Flavianus, Bishop of Constanti- 
nople. Eutyches, Bishop of Doryloeum, having been 
accused of heresy before Flavianus, the latter con- 
vened a synod at Constantinople, and pronounced 
him separate from every sacerdotal office and from 
communion. Eutyches appealed (according to the 
canons) to a General Council. Hereupon the Em- 
perors assembled the pseudo-Council at Ephesus, in 
which Flavianus received such injuries that he died 
from them : and we may here remark that the Im- 
perial Letters read at this Council were addressed to 
Dioscorus of Alexandria, as those read in the first 
Council of Ephesus were addressed to Cyril ; and 
Dioscorus here presided, as Cyril there, although 
the Pope s Legates were present in both Councils. 
After the unsatisfactory result of this Council, Leo 
the Great, in more than one letter, implored the Em-^ 
perors to summon a Council in Italy (as he had be- 
fore ineffectually done, when the former Council 
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was summoned to Ephesus). The Council, how- 
ever, was summoned to meet first at Nice, but after- 
wards at Chalcedon, that place being nearer to the 
Emperor Marcian, who was unable to leave Con- 
stantinople. 

At this Council, the/ourth General Council, the 
Jifih (including the pseudo-Council of Ephesus) 
which had been indicted as a general Council, the 
Roman Legates appear for the first time to have taken 
that precedence of other bishops, which would have 
clearly belonged to the Pope as first bishop of Christ- 
endom, if present. This, however, may be accounted 
for by the fact, that the bishops of Constantinople, 
Alexandria and Jerusalem were parties in the prin- 
cipal cause to be tried. In the description of the 
seating of this Council we are told that the Legates, 
with Anatolius of Constantinople, Maximus of Anti- 
och and others, sat on the left side — Dioscorus, Mrith 
Juvenal of Jerusalem and others, on the right. The 
Judges, civil officers specially appointed by the Em- 
peror, occupied the higher place ; and in the middle 
the Holy Gospels occupied a lofty seat. Mr. Wil- 
berforce's first point, however, is that the Council 
yielded submission to the Pope's orders given to 
his Legates, that Dioscorus should not be permitted 
to take his seat in the Council, but appear as an 
accused. But the truth is that, quite distinct fi*om 
the ground on which the Legates put this demand, it 
was in accordance with the canons, that one accused 
of violence and murder should not appear as a Judge, 
and on this ground the Judges appointed by the 
Emperor decided. The accused was not permitted 
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to take bis place as bishop until be bad cleared bim- 
self. Wbat really did take place is tbus narrated. 
After taking cognizance of tbe transactions of tbe 
SjTiod in Constantinople under Flavianus mentioned 
already, tbe Legate commenced : " We bave in band 
" tbe precepts of tbe Pope of Rome, tbe Motber of 
" all cburcbes, by wbicb bis Apostlesbip bas enjoined 
" tbat Dioscorus Bisbop of Alexandria do not sit in 
" council, but be introduced for audience : Tbis it is 
" necessary for us to observe ; eitber tberefore be 
" must go fortb, or we retire." [Here let us observe 
that these were directions to tbe Legates, and tbe Le- 
gates spoke of them as guides for their own conduct. 
They did not present them as commandments to tbe 
Council.] Tbe Judges (tbe Emperor's oflScers, 
not tbe bishops) said, " What is tbe special charge 
" against Dioscorus?" Lucentius the Pope's Vicar, 
(or Legate,) said, " He has to give account of bis own 
" judgment,'' [i. e. the judgment pronounced by him 
against Flavianus and Eusebius of Doryloeum at tbe 
pseudo-Council of Ephesus]. " For when be bad no 
" office of judicature, be presumed [to execute it] and 
" to bold a Synod without the authority of the holy 
" see, which never has been lawful nor done." [This 
must be understood in consistency with the acknow- 
ledged fact, that the authority for holding councils was 
in this age exercised by the Emperors, not tbe Popes] 
" Tbe Judges said. It is your part to state his special 
" error." Lucentius. — *' We cannot permit such 
" injustice to you or to us, as that he should take his 
" seat who comes to his trial." The Judges. — " If 
" you assume the character of Judge, you ought not 
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" to act as accuser. (Si Judicis obtines personam, 
" non ut accusator debes prosequi.)" Whereupon 
Evagrius the historian relates that Dioscorus took a 
seat in the midst, and the records of the Council 
state, that Eusebius of Doryloeum proceeded to ac- 
cuse him of the murder of Flavianus. 

Mr. Wilberforce's next point is, that the Pope's 
Legates pronounce sentence. The answer to this is 
— The presiding or senior bishop present invariably 
did so, and on this occasion the Legates occupied that 
position as representatives of Leo. No doubt the 
Legates employ terms which would make it appear 
that Leo was the Judge, and the Council his instru- 
ment. They took advantage of the position, and 
knew how diflScult it must be for the other bishops, 
under the circumstances already adverted to, to con- 
tradict. But Mr. Wilberforce does not mention 
the concluding words of the sentence delivered by 
the Legates, which are these ; " Therefore let this 
" holy and great Synod decree in conformity with 
" the canons concerning the aforesaid Dioscorus;" 
nor does he mention the terms in which the other 
bishops took part in pronouncing the sentence. 

Anatolius, Archbishop of royal Constantinople, 
New Rome, said : " Agreeing in all these things with 
" the Apostolic see, I concur in the sentence con- 
" demning Dioscorus, &c." Maximus of Antioch 
said : ** Forasmuch as Dioscorus has, &c. therefore 
" I subject him to the judgment of the church — as 
" the most holy and blessed Archbishop our Father 
" Leo and the most holy and blessed Anatolius, Arch- 
" bishop of royal New Eome, have given sentence." 
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Stephanus, Bishop of Ephesus : " I also concur in 
" what has been said by the most religious and holy 
" Leo and Anatolius, in respect of the condemnation 
" of Dioscorus, and determine him to be separate 
" from all dignity of the priesthood." And so all 
the rest — associating together Leo and Anatolius. 

Is this honest — to keep back facts so important 
as these, and so fatal to the pretensions of the Roman 
See ? We find the bishops associating the names of 
the other patriarchs, and especially of the Archbi- 
shop of Constantinople, in all their references to the 
authority or sentence of the Pope. 

He says again that " the sentence was founded on 
" Leo's letter to Flavianus of Constantinople ; and in 
" recognizing it, recognized Leo's claim to pass sen- 
" tence upon the Chiefs of the Eastern Church." Is 
it possible that Mr. Wilberforce did not know the 
circumstances of this letter ? Flavianus had himself, 
in the first instance, condemned Eutyches. The part 
which Leo had at first taken was, to remonstrate with 
Flavianus : but after Flavianus had explained the 
whole extent of the errors of Eutyches, Leo in the let- 
ter in question set forth the true and Catholic doctrine 
of the Incarnation in so clear and admirable a man- 
ner as to serve for a basis to the Council to form their 
judgment on the doctrine of Eutyches. S. Leo in 
this letter conferred similar benefits on the Church 
in respect of the Eutychian heresy that S. Cyril had 
conferred in respect to the Nestorian heresy ; and the 
two Councils of Chalcedon made precisely the same 
use, and no other, of Leo's letter which the Council 
of Ephesus had made of Cyril's. Dioscorus was 

I 
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sentenced for acting contrary to the canons in the 
case of Flavianus, for excommunicating S. Leo, and 
for contumacy in not appearing after the first session 
of the council. Mr. Wilberforce assumes most gra- 
tuitously that because the Council adopted the con- 
clusions of the Legates, therefore they sanctioned all 
their premises. Observe^ Dioscorus was not con- 
demned for heresy ; this was expressly stated by 
Anatolius in the fifth session — but for breach of the 
canons both towards Flavianus and Leo, and other 
misconduct : and Leo's letter to Flavianus contained 
his sentiments concerning the doctrines of Eutyches, 
but it was not a judicial act. 

Mr. Wilberforce then states that the Council in 
like manner recognized the Pope's decision in " re- 
" storing Theodoret to his bishopric." Dioscorus in 
the pseudo-Council of Ephesus had excommunicated 
Theodoret because he had anathematized S. Cyril, 
the predecessor of Dioscorus, and had thus brought 
himself under the imputation of Nestorianism. The- 
odoret betook himself to Pope Leo, and to the Em- 
peror Marcian ; the former received him to commu- 
nion, the latter directed his restoration. But when 
his case was brought before the Council, so far from 
recognizing Leo's act as binding on them, the bishops 
immediately demanded, " Let Theodoret anathema- 
'* tize Nestorius." And when Theodoret pleaded 
that " he had already presented his case to the Em- 
" peror, and to the Pope's Vicars," and prayed " that 
" his petition might be read in Council ; " the bishops 
replied, that they did not wish anything read, but 
repeated their demand that he should anathema* 
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tize Nestorius. Theodoret evaded this by saying, 
that he rejected not only Nestorius and Eutyches, 
but every one who held not the truth —they still in- 
sisted, and he was compelled to say, " anathema 
" Nestorio," and to avow his assent to the definition 
of faith which had been agreed to, and to the letter 
of S. Leo, Then the Judges (the Emperor's officers) 
pronounced : " Theodoret is cleared from all doubt ; 
" he hath anathematized Nestorius in our presence ; 
" he hath been received by Leo ; he hath voluntarily 
*' accepted the Definition of faith put forth by you (the 
" bishops), and moreover subscribed to the Letter of 
" Leo. It is needful then that judgment be given 
" by you that he receive back his Church, as also 
" (sicut et) Leo hath judged." And thereupon the 
Council decreed it 

What pretence is there here for asserting that the 
Council sanctioned Leo's claim to restore Theodoret? 
They evidently brought the case under review, and 
decided it for themselves. 

Mr. Wilberforce's next point is, that the Council 
applied to the Pope for his confirmation of their 
canons : and that the twenty-eighth, (which confirms 
the privileges of Constantinople, and places the pri- 
vileges both of Rome and Constantinople on the 
same footing, namely, that those cities were respec- 
tively the seats of empire,) not having been con- 
firmed by the Pope, fell to the ground. 

There is no doubt that the twenty-eighth canon 
was objected to most strenuously by the Legates; 
who complained at the following session, the six- 
teenth, that the canon had been passed surrepti- 



132 ST. Peter's primacy 

tiously, and was opposed to the sixth of Nice. They 
read their version of the sixth Nicean canon, claim- 
ing for Rome an universal primacy or patriarch- 
ate. This was speedily answered by reading the 
genuine canon. The Papal advocates could not im- 
pose forgeries here as in Africa. And in answer 
to the charge of surreptitiousness, the bishops all 
expressed their voluntary consent. And one of them, 
Nunechius of Laodicea, seems to have expressed the 
general sentiment of the East in these words : "the 
" glory of the see of Constantinople is our glory." 
The decision, however, of the Emperor's judges is 
worth stating, as expressive of the sentiments of the 
Council as to the true nature of the primacy of 
Rome. They said, " We gather from these acts and 
" the depositions of all, that all primacy and chief 
" honour should be preserved, according to the ca- 
" nons, to the Archbishop of Old Rome : and that 
" the Archbishop of regal Constantinople, New 
" Rome, is entitled to the same primacies (primati- 
" bus) of honour, and hath the privilege of ordain- 
" ing Metropolitans in the dioceses (provinces) of 
" Asia, Pontus, and Thrace." To which the bishops : 
" This is a righteous sentence — this we all say — to 
" this we all consent." And to the further remon- 
strance of the Legates, the judges replied : " What 
" we have decided (interlocuti sumus) the whole 
" synod hath approved." 

There can be no question, however, that in the 
synodal epistle attributed to Anatolius, if it be genu- 
ine, there are strong expressions of submission to 
-the Pope's judgment and confirmation. But can 
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any one believe, after considering the facts and oc- 
currences in this Council, that there was any inten- 
tion on the part of the synod to make their acts 
wait on such confirmation ? And, after all, the con- 
duct of the Eastern bishops is the best evidence of 
their views and intentions : and although the Popes 
have persisted ever since in rejecting the twenty- 
eighth canon, it has been always held good by 
the ^Eastern Church ; and as respects Thrace and 
the other places around, it has been acted upon 
ever since. 

In p. 180, Mr. Wilberforce says that " St. Gre- 
" gory is often quoted by the opponents of the 
" Papal power, because he objected to the title of 
" * Universal Bishop ' when assumed by the Pa- 
" triarch of Constantinople, John the Faster. The 
" title has since been borne harmlessly enough by 
" the successors both of one and of the other ; 
" neither does it of necessity involve that result 
" which Gregory apprehended, namely, the absorp- 
" tion of the episcopate into the hierarchy." This 
is not a fair statement of the case. The Patriarch 
of Constantinople took the title of (Ecumenical or 
Universal, on which the reverend Pere de St. 
Marthe, in his history of this Pope, observes, " II est 
" aise de voir quel monstre ce seroit dans la reli- 
" gion Chretienne qu'un tel eveque. Un eveque 
" ne pent etre proprement universel qua Texclusion 
" des autres. Si son episcopat s'etend dans toute la 
" terre, il ne faut point d'autre eveque que lui. Or 
" cela est directement oppose a TEcriture sainte, qui 
^' temoigne que le St. Esprit a etabli, non un seul 
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" ev&que, mais les eveques au pluriel (in quo vos 
** Spiritus Sanctus posuit episcopos regere ecclesiam 
" Dei. Acts J XX. 28.) pour goutemer legKse de 
" Dieu ; et ces paroles montrent que la pluralite 
** des eveques est d'institution divine. Si Ton veut 
" qu'un ev^que puisse etre universel sans exclure 
** tons les autres eveques, parcequ'il peut exercer les 
" fonctions episcopales dans les dioceses des autres, 
" aussi bien qu'eux ; cela est contraire a la tradition 
" et a la doctrine des Sts. P^res, qui enseignent 
" quil ny a quun seul troupeau de Jesus Christ, et 
" un seul episcopat, dont chaque eveque a re^u et 
** possede solidairement une partie." This worthy 
Father, however, contradicts himself immediately 
afterwards, as is the custom of Papists, so that all 
controversy with reference to them is a mere collec- 
tion of opposing passages. 

Our author says, at p. 184, that " since councils 
" were merely an expedient for giving utterance to 
" the Church's voice, their constitution could not 
" attain perfection at once ; the authority of their 
" president, and the principle of his appointment 
" would at first be dubious. As time went on, a 
" more fixed system would be introduced ; and the 
" presiding authority would be more plainly recog- 
" nized. Now all this is found to have occurred in 
" the case of the earliest councils." This is a pretty 
plain confession that the usurpation of the Bishop of 
Rome over all other bishops, and over all councils, 
was developed gradually, and was not the original 
constitution of the Church. 

He asserts, at p. 196, that '* Rome was the great 
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** missionary centre of the ancient world, to which, 
" therefore, the most distant nations owed their 
" Christianity." It has abeady been shewn that no 
part of Great Britain owed its Christianity to Rome ; 
neither, in all probability, the northern provinces 
of Germany or Gaul. It must never be forgotten 
that Christianity had its rise in the East; that 
Jewish and Greek churches are and must be older 
than Rome or any Latin churches; that in the 
Apocalypse Greek churches are alone addressed as 
if there were no Latin in existence. 

In p. 209, he says, " The prophecies of Isaiah, 
" Jeremiah, and Daniel contemplate the Church as 
" a kingdom which should take its place amongst 
" the institutions of the earth." No ; it is to take 
its place after the institutions of the earth have been 
destroyed for their rejection of Christ's Church as 
He appointed it, and preferring other assemblies, 
ecclesicB Papal, Anglican, Greek, Armenian, Pres- 
byterian, &c. &c. of their own devising. " So," 
he adds, " was it described in the parables of our 
'* Lord." 

Since it is evident that Mr. Wilberforce does not 
understand what the Scriptures say respecting the 
Church, the kingdom, the body, and the army of 
Christ, it will be well to point out what Isaiah really 
does say. The book of his prophecies opens with a 
call in the name of the Lord to all the " heavens " 
and to all the " earth " to hear his word. The 
" heavens " of course signify all ruling authorities 
whether in Church or State, and the " earth " all 
the subjects of both. The thing they are to hear is 
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that they have, one and all, perverted the ways of 
God to such an extent that He looks upon them 
with the disgust that we should look upon a human 
body that was " covered with wounds and bruises and 
putrefying sores from the crown of the head to the 
sole of the foot." It is His own children to whom 
He thus speaks, He calls their kings and bishops 
** Rulers of Sodom," and their subjects *^ the people 
"of Gomorrah:" the chief fault He mentions is 
that they "have forsaken the Lord;" i.e. that 
although they professed to worship Jehovah, they 
rejected the teachers He gave them, and chose 
others for themselves; instead of four ministries, 
they prefer one single universal bishop, or a com- 
mittee of elders ; the consequence of which was that 
all their religious ceremonies, although ordained by 
Him, their new moons, their sabbaths, their sacri- 
fices, their burnt oflferings, answering to attending 
worship on Sundays, celebrating the sacraments, 
&c. had become odious in His sight. Notwithstand- 
ing this total apostacy of priests and people, God 
promises to be gracious, and to blot out their sins if 
they will confess this their condition, and turn unto 
Him, and that He " will restore their judges as at 
" the first and their counsellors as at the beginning," 
after which they shall become " a city of righteous- 
" ness, a faithful city." 

The above is the epitome of the first chapter, 
which may be considered the preface and table of 
contents of all the remaining part of the book ; for 
all the subsequent chapters are mere enlargements 
of particulars contained in the first. The three 
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following chapters describe the judgments that God 
will bring upon all the institutions of man at the 
time when He delivers the remnant who receive the 
revived and restored judges and counsellors men- 
tioned in the first. The sixth chapter is a vision 
of our Lord in glory, hardening the hearts, and 
shutting the eyes of those who will not recognize 
Him in His restored coujisellors and judges. From 
the seventh to the twelfth inclusive is an account 
of the simultaneous work of the Lord in saving His 
remnant, and His work of destroying apostate 
churches, and that infidel and anti-christian power 
foretold in many places, and who is here spoken of 
as the Assyrian in the last days ; and from the thir- 
teenth to the thirty-fifth inclusive is a warning of 
the peculiar kind of woe with which He will destroy 
the difierent nations and ecclesiastical systems 
which oppose Him; Papists, Greeks, Calvinists, 
Lutherans, Anglicans, Presbyterians, and all kinds 
of sects, by giving them into the hands of some in- 
fidel power who will nevertheless pretend to be 
acting according to God's will conveyed through 
the voice of the people, which is the voice from 
hell out of the bottomless pit. 

In Chapter XL. commences a piece of splendid 
poetry, in which the Church is called upon through 
those " restored counsellors and judges as at the 
" first," even the four ministries which St. Paul tells 
us were given in the beginning for the work of the 
ministry, (and without which the perfection of the 
Church, and her preparation as a bride for the 
Lamb can never be eflFected,) to come forth and do 
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the Lord's bidding. It begins, " Comfort ye, com- 
" fort ye my people, speak ye comfortably to Jeru- 
" salem," &c. a call to that ordinance specially given 
for the conveying of the Comforter, the Holy 
Ghost, and which no ministry but that of apostle- 
ship can do in all its fulness. After this the minis- 
try of the prophet is invoked (as we know from 
John the Baptist having applied the passage to him- 
self), withering with its apparent folly the pride of 
all flesh, by speaking in the manner described in 
another chapter (xxviii. 9 — 16) of this same book. 

Next, " he that bringeth good tidings to Zion," is 
called upon, this being no other than the Evangelist 
ministry; and lastly the Lord is announced as 
coming in the pastor to " feed His flock as a shep- 
" herd." 

Now it is hardly conceivable that a Jewish pro- 
phet, writing 2500 years ago, before the Incarnation 
and the giving of the Holy Ghost, could describe 
the Church according to its actings through its 
four ministries more accurately than in this lan- 
guage. For it should not be forgotten, that it is in 
men that God is to be met with, and that it is sound 
doctrine to say, that in receiving absolution by the 
mouth of the priests we receive it from God, for 
God is in Christ, and Christ is, by His Spirit, acting 
and speaking in these four ministries. 

The next verse, 12, seems to have no connexion 
whatever with those which have preceded it. There 
is a break in the scene, so to speak, of which there 
are many examples in the Psalms, as Bishop 
Horsley has shewn. The reader must imagine the 
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not very improbable supposition that the Church on 
hearing this call would say, " How is it possible I 
" can answer this ? We are all split into numerous 
" sects, no union or love, nothing but contention ; 
" superstition wherever there is worship, and 
" neither faith nor worship where there is no super* 
" stition.'* A thousand other difficulties occur to 
the mind of every Christian on hearing that God 
has arisen to " restore counsellors " to His Church, 
" as at the beginning." To such objections, though 
not expressed, the prophet replies by a splendid 
description of the power of the Almighty who is 
able to overcome all the opposition of men. He 
reminds us that the sects winch oppose God s plan 
are idolatrous, and in the following chapter calls on 
us to remember that the fulfilment of His promise 
now is not more difficult, nor more improbable than 
the fulfilment of that which He gave to Abraham ; 
and in a mixed strain of exultation over the de- 
struction of all the nations and sects which will not 
receive and rejoice in the work of the Lord, and of 
encouragement to the feeble few who will come to 
the help of the Lord against the mighty, the pro- 
phet continues to the end of the book. 

A woman is constantly employed figuratively as 
the type of a Church. In the parable the woman 
was once in possession of something valuable which 
she lost. The possession of the remainder was 
valueless until she had recovered the missing trea- 
sure. She lit a candle, this enabled her to find it, 
and she called in all her fiiends to rejoice. So the 
light of prophecy has been the means of recovering 
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the chief ordinance, without which the others were 
of little value, not in themselves, but because they 
had jostled and crossed one another, so that every 
thing had got into confusion : and now all who 
really love God's ways, who love holiness and 
purity, and consequently the means by which they 
may be effected ; who long to see the Lord return 
to the earth, and to set up His kingdom of blessed- 
ness and peace ; rejoice, yea and will rejoice, and 
their joy none shall take from them. 

The last words of this chapter at least are true, 
that it was " the universal belief of the early Chris- 
" tians that the office of the twelve was not to last 
" merely for a year or a life, but throughout all 
" generations." It took four or five centuries of 
quibbling sophistry before men could be brought to 
believe that this was effected in the person of one 
bishop. 



CHAPTER Xn. 

« 

THIS chapter and the succeeding ones are em- 
ployed in attacking the mode of rule adopted 
in the Church of England. The author writes with- 
out any acrimony against the sect he was about to 
leave, and states the actual condition with fairness 
and perspicuity. He manifests how much easier is 
the work of destruction than that of reformation ; with 
how much greater facility Satan finds instruments 
to do his will, than God to accomplish His ; how 
much more agreeable it is to man's nature to find 
fault than to edify the Church of God. 
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The law which presses upon the Church of Eng- 
land is a necessary consequence of its union with 
the State. It is hard to prove that such a body 
exists as the Church of Christ in this country after 
the decision in the Gorham case, the correspondence 
of the Archbishop of Canterbury upon the same, his 
Grace's subsequent charge on ordination^ all with- 
out remonstrance or objection from his brethren, 
and the notorious disagreement of the bishops and 
clergy upon the sacraments, and upon every thing 
essential to the idea of a church. It would scarcely 
be justifiable language (and certainly the State would 
not exist for any practical end) to say, that without 
a monarch, without a parliament, with judges, gene- 
rals, admirals, or magistrates, contradicting and coun- 
terworking each other, such a body existed as the 
English nation, however full of people these islands 
might be. Englishmen would exist ; a congeries of 
individuals born in these islands would exist; but 
the existence of a society depends upon its organi- 
zation. To call the Church of England, therefore, 
or any of the dissenting sects by the name of 
churches is absurd, for they have no organization 
of any kind, still less that organization which the 
Scripture tells us is appropriate to the Church of 
Christ. The same, however, is true of all Christen- 
dom : there is no church, no body, no temple, no 
kingdom, no army of Christ: there is in all the 
sects of Christendom many individual believers, but 
that is not a church : there are many separated, 
detached, disunited, and contending members of 
Christ, but that does not make an united, mutually 
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dependent, and assisting body: there are many 
living stones lying loose and scattered about the 
face of the earth, like bones scattered at the grave's 
mouth ; but that does not make a temple in which 
any one can dwell ; there are many ministers bring- 
ing orders from the sovereign which are disputed 
by other ministers of the sovereign, statutes unob- 
served, ordinances despised as useless, laws neglected. 
These things do not show the plan, model, or mode 
of government of a kingdom : there are many brave 
and loyal soldiers, self-taught, self-exercised, self- 
drilled, under no commanders, but this does not 
make an army, and this state of things is as true of 
one sect as of another. 

Much to which Mr. Wilberforce objects is equally 
valid against the Church of Rome. He set out by 
speaking of " the determination of the collective 
" body" of Christians as being the paramount law 
in the Church : but he immediately lost sight of 
this principle, and inculcates throughout his book 
that it is the bishops alone who have the right of 
deciding on all matters for the faithful. He says 
the Epistles were not written until after the Church 
was set up ; which is most true : to whom then are 
they addressed ? Are they addressed to the bishops 
only, or even to the priests only ? No, but to all the 
deacons and to all the people. In the Council of 
Jerusalem, we find the laity there as well as the 
clergy, and that is the only council we know of in 
which Apostles presided. Councils are objects of 
superstitious veneration to most ecclesiastical anti- 
quarians. Their decisions have been upon three 
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points ; doctrines, rites, and arrangements amongst 
the clergy. The first are true, because they are 
what our Lord and*His Apostles taught, and are 
true for that reason, and not because councils have 
decreed them. The second no one pretends to be 
of more consequence than modes by which due 
worship is performed, many of which are absurd, if 
not worse. The last contain some regulations posi- 
tively wicked. There is therefore no respect to be 
paid to the decision of any council which has been 
held since the Council of Jerusalem. But when 
the bishops command the people to receive their 
unproved assertion upon pain of eternal punishment, 
we must go further than this. The Apostles dis- 
tinctly disclaimed being "lords over God's heritage ;" 
and called upon the people whom they addressed to 
" judge for their own selves" the value of what they 
said; to be built up in all knowledge; and in a 
variety of ways not to receive any thing upon their 
mere dicta. In all things, then, in which the clergy, 
from the days of the Apostles until now, have been 
acting apart from the laity they ought to be resisted ; 
their decisions held to be bad ah initio ; to have no 
more value than the edicts of usurpers, which are 
always set aside when the nations recover their 
rights. To such an extent has this usurpation of 
the priests been pushed in all ages, that they have 
presumed to call the clergy exclusively by the name 
of the Church. In all popish countries the word 
religious means the clergy, in contradistinction to 
the laity ; and at the time of the Reformation they 
went so far as to say that the word laity was not 
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derived from Xaoc, populusj but from Xoac, lapis^ 
because the laity were so stonish and stupid. Now 
we know that Christ spake by the mouths of the 
Apostles, and therefore He cannot have spoken by 
the mouths of the bishops and priests when they 
said things directly the opposite of those which the 
Apostles spake. 

The bishops of the Roman sect act like railway- 
directors, tell all to get into their carriages, not 
to trouble themselves about the generation and con- 
densation of steam, the probabilities of accidents, or 
any other contingencies, but to have faith that some- 
how or other they will arrive at their journey's 
end. So the priests say, only submit to the dicta 
of the Pope, set aside your personal responsibility, 
become as a dead stick in the hands of him who 
wields it, and so standing on the rock Peter, you 
will get to heaven. But responsibility is the primary 
condition of a being who is intelligent ; and God 
never destroys His own works : He did not make 
men with free will, and then take that freedom from 
them, or tell them to abandon it into the hands of 
any set of priests : and it is the work of Satan and 
not of God to bid men to do any thing without 
letting the voice of their conscience be heard, what- 
ever the priests shall tell them to the contrary. 

From the time of Constantine, the priests in the 
course of their usurpation over the laity accomplished 
two things : first, the exemption of the priests from 
the courts of the civil powers when accused of any 
crime ; and, secondly, the use of the civil sword, 
with which to enforce payment of tithes and other 
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claims in respect of secular property they might 
have, and to put down resistance to their claims, 
insisting on secular punishments accompanying ec- 
clesiastical censures. They further advanced upon 
that, and obtained for their bishops to be reckoned 
as temporal princes ; and since they were appointed 
to their sees by the Bishop of Rome, there was in 
fact established in every kingdom a large and com- 
pact faction of nobles, with a very numerous body 
of followers under them, nominated to their offices 
by a foreign prince, and claiming it as their duty 
to pay a higher deference to his will than to the 
will of their respective temporal sovereigns. Whereas 
holy Scripture has commanded the priests to be sub- 
ject to the civil power ; to be wholly separated from 
the world, and to hold none of its powers, places, or 
wealth. By these means the Church, in the hands 
and under the guidance of the Pope, has become 
entirely an earthly system, and assuming to be the 
Fifth Monarchy of Daniel, has indeed borne a re- 
semblance to the four which have preceded it. 

The secular princes, however, soon found this to 
be an intolerable evil, and consequently refused to 
allow any bishop to have the temporal property 
belonging to his see unless he had been appointed 
with their consent. This necessarily produced, in 
the majority of cases, a compromise, and the bishops 
in France and Germany have been as much ap- 
pointed by the secular power as they have been in 
England. In all cases it is not the spiritual but the 
temporal status which is bestowed by the civil 
power ; and whether it be by nomination of the king 

K 
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under concordats with the Pope, or by a congi 
(Tilirey a particular priest becomes a bishop, the 
real effect is substantially the same ; and none but 
a quibbling Jesuit would attempt to establish a dif- 
ference. 

The only council of which we have any know- 
ledge from Scripture, is that held in Jerusalem, as 
described in Acts xv. From this chapter we have 
pregnant proof that the clergy were not then con- 
sidered to be the entire Church ; for Paul and Bar- 
nabas, on arriving, were received " by the Church, 
** and by the Apostles, and by the elders " or priests ; 
and from v. 22, 23, that neither did the clergy alone 
constitute the council : for we read that as the re- 
sult of the discussion, " then pleased it the Apostles 
" and elders with the whole Church to send chosen 
" men of their own company ; " and the synodical 
letter which they sent by them is written in the 
name of the " Apostles, elders, and brethren." So 
far then as the constitution of the tribunal goes, that 
which is the final court of appeal in England, com- 
posed partly of bishops, partly of persons who have 
devoted themselves to the study of church laws, and 
partly of the higher councillors of the sovereign, is 
more in conformity with the composition of the 
Council of Jerusalem than any council which has 
been held from that time till now. I justify neither, 
but certainly as a question simply between Papist 
and Anglican, the accusation of one against the 
other is worth nothing. It is true, indeed, that the 
actual composition of the Privy Council is such that 
jt is a most unfit tribunal for the decision of eccle- 
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siastical causes. But that is not its theory nor its 
original composition. The theory is, that no one 
can be a member of it but they who are in full com- . 
munion with the Church: but partly by an ex- 
cessive construction of the principle of toleration, 
and partly from the laxity of the bishops and clergy 
in giving the communion as a qualification for hold- 
ing office to those whom they knew to be unfit to 
receive it, the council may be composed of avowed 
infidels and enemies of the Church. 

It is too often forgotten that by the constitution 
of England the sovereign is an ecclesiastical person, 
and is crowned as such. And if this be wrong, and 
I do not defend it, it is an error of times long prior 
to the Reformation. In the laws of Edward the 
Confessor, recapitulated by William the Conqueror, 
we read : " Rex quia vicarius Summi Regis est, ad 
" hoc constitutus est, ut regnum et populum Domi- 
*^ ni, et super omnia sanctam ecclesiam regaty et 
" defendat," c. xvii. f. 142. And the old law au- 
thorities accord with the same : Bracton, Britton, 
and Fleta. In harmony with this, Lord Coke says, 
** Reges sacro oleo uncti sunt spiritualis jurisdic- 
** tionis capaces." Comyns says, " The king is, 
" persona sacra, and therefore may constitute and 
" restrain ecclesiastical jurisdiction, dispense with 
" the ecclesiastical laws, inflict ecclesiastical cen- 
" sures, &c. for he is supreme ordinary.*' The 
acts of Henry VIII, recite this as the known con- 
stitution of the land, and do not proceed to make 
any change or give him any new rights. The kings 
of England are crowned, from the days of Edward 
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the Confessor at least, in ecclesiastical vestments, 
even dalmatics and copes. Hildebrand, who under 
the name of Gregory VII. was the most insolent 
of popes, acknowledged that his election was in- 
valid without the consent of the Emperor : " L'Em- 
" pereur envoia le Comte Eberard pour demander 
** aux seigneurs Remains, pourquoi, centre le cou- 
" tume, ils avaient fait un Pape sans les consulter ? 
" et meme ce conte pouvoit obliger le Pape a re- 
** nouncer a sa dignite, s'il ne rendoit pas bonne 
" raison de sa conduite." The Po|)e replied, " Les 
" Remains m'ont elu malgre moi, et m'ont fait 
" violence; mais ils n'ont jamais pu m'obliger a me 
" laisser ordonner, jusques a ce que je fusse assure 
" par une deputation expresse que le roi et les seig- 
" neurs du Eoiaume Teutonique consentissent h. 
" mon election. C'est ce qui m'a fait differer mon 
" ordination jusques a present ; et je les difFererai 
" sans doute, jusques k ce que quelqu'un vienne de 
** la part du roi m 'assurer de sa volontee." 

The Austrian bishops are nominated or appointed 
by the Emperor. As king of Hungary, the Empe- 
ror has the sole right of appointing the bishops both 
of the Latin and Greek Churches. The Emperor 
appoints the Archbishop of Milan, and the Bishops 
of Pavia, Cremona, Lodi, and Como : he superin- 
tends all the episcopal ceremonies and colonies. 
The bishops are bound to submit their pastoral and 
circular letters, whatever they relate to, for the ap- 
probation of the civil government before they can 
be promulgated. The Patriarchs of Venice and 
. Aquilea are chosen by the Senate : these prelates 
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were not in old times allowed by the secular power 
to interfere with the collation to benefices. There 
is no example in Tuscany of any appointment to 
bishoprics other than the one designated by the so- 
vereign. In Naples the nomination to all bishoprics 
is exclusively in the Crown. In France the nomi- 
nation of the king is necessary to all vacant arch- 
bishoprics and bishoprics, and all bulls are ex- 
amined on the frontier : and in most of these cases 
4;he nomination of bishops and other ecclesiastical 
restrictions have been allowed by the Pope him- 
self under Concordats. In Sweden and Russia no 
Popish bishop can do anything without the con- 
sent of the State. No Nuncio of the Pope was ever 
allowed to enter either France or England without 
consent of the Crown. Since, however, the Jesuits 
have become masters of the Pope, the secular sove* 
reigns have been brought into more subjection to 
him. 

The English clergyman that can object to the 
supreme ecclesiastical court of England because it 
is nominally presided over by the Sovereign, and 
then joins the Papacy, must have on this point a 
stomach peculiarly adapted to the digestion of a 
camel and the rejection of a gnat. 

When Mr. Wilberforce is so full of pious wrath 
against the constitution of the tribunal which dis- 
cussed the Gorham case, and because the Sovereign 
of England presides in a council which decides 
matters of doctrine, he surely cannot have forgotten 
that all the ancient general councils of the Church, 
have been held at the command, by the permission, 
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or under the presidency of the Roman emperors. 
He must needs be aware that the greatest difference 
possible prevails even at Rome as to what are and 
what are not councils. Gibert says : " Numerus 
" conciliorium generalium in occidente habitorum 
" est incertus." Moreri says : " Tous les auteurs 
" ne conviennent pas du nombre des conciles gene- 
^* raux ; les uns en comptent plus, les autres moins. 
" Les uns en reconnaissent de generaux approuves, 
" que les autres regardent ou comme non generaux^ 
** ou comme non approuves," To enumerate the 
differences would require a large volume. But 
such as they are, they have been summoned and 
presided over by lay princes. 

In the General Council at Ephesus, Ibas the 
bishop says, that Cyril gained the ears of all by 
that which blinds the eyes of the wise and good. 
Its sittings can only be justly described as scenes of 
perfect blackguardism : the two parties cursed each 
other in the foulest language, each alleging, the au- 
thority of Christ, and Theodosius the Emperor put 
an end to the disgraceful scene. The Fifth Byzan- 
tine Council was convened and controlled by Jus- 
tinian. The Pope and his bishops opposed the 
Emperor : the Emperor banished the Pope, and the 
Pope succumbed. In this council, the historian ob- 
serves, the Emperor prevailed by bribery and ba- 
nishment. Not to consume time on this subject, 
Du Pin and Moreri declare that the eight Eastern 
Councils were all convoked by the Emperors ; to 
this Gibert, with a host of others agree. " Nous ne 
" trouvons point de concile cecumenique jusqu'au 
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^* neuvi^me si^cle, qui n'ait ete assembl^e par leur 
'* autorite," says Mezeray. 

The several councils which the Eoman Catholics 
call Latin General Councils, beginning with that of 
Lateran, 1122, to that of Trent, 1545 — 1563, were 
all convened by Popes. They counted the Empe- 
rors of the East as schismatic. The Emperor of the 
West retained his power in Germany, and struggled 
for it with the Pope in Italy ; but no political SU' 
premacy as Emperor was acknowledged either by 
France, England or Spain. Thus the Pope was 
enabled to step into the Emperor s place in the 
convocation of councils : his summons was readily 
obeyed by the bishops of the West, and he has dis- 
carded the laity from their last hold. Paolo and 
Du Pin give a ludicrous account of the subtleties of 
the theologians at Trent, and the inability of the 
poor bishops to understand them. 

The fact is, that whether they were presided over 
by emperors or popes is immaterial ; the decisions 
were invariably arrived at and enforced by the same 
means. In the early period of the history of coun- 
cils the sword of the emperor brought all to his way 
of thinking, and the Greek historian tells us with 
wonderful simplicity, that " the sons of heresy were 
" in general exterminated by deposition, banish- 
" ment, murder, or some other very legal argu- 
" ment and evangelical discipline." Many who had 
subscribed one opinion in the councils avowed the 
contrary afterwards. In later times the Pope called 
upon temporal princes to employ the same instru- 
ments in enforcing his decrees ; and now the power 
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which he possesses of creating cardinals, bishops, 
abbots, &c., which is tenfold greater than that pos- 
sessed by any temporal sovereign, is sure, even with- 
out llie Inquisition, which he dare not now openly 
employ, to induce any council to decide as the Pope 
pleases : and the Privy Council of England, how- 
ever unfit it may be to decide ecclesiastical ques- 
tions, is chargeable with no such extreme and tre- 
mendous worldliness as are papal councils. 

Since the ecclesiastical government of the Church 
of England is as far removed from that which our 
Lord appointed in one way as that of Rome is in 
another, it is impossible to defend it. It is clear, 
however, that to quit the Church of England for 
that of Rome is to go from a minor to a greater 
evil. And, since Mr. Wilberforce points to the re- 
sults of government by the secular arm in England, 
it will be well to remind him of what Roman Ca- 
tholic writers have written of the results of govern- 
ment by the bishops of Rome. 

The early bishops of Rome were much like other 
men. If some of them were licentious, they kept 
themselves at least within the bounds of outward 
decency : but from the time of Gregory the Great, 
the Roman Catholic histories are filled with ac- 
counts of the wickedness of the Popes far exceeding 
that of any other class. The reader who pleases to 
satisfy himself on this subject is referred to the 
works of the warmest friends of the Papacy, such as 
Platina, Petavius, Luitprand, Genetwrard, Baronius, 
Hermann, Barclay, Binius, Giannone, Vigerier, 
Labbe, Du Pin, &c. The fifty popes from John VIII. 
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to JLeo IX. Platina calls " monsters," and G^ne- 
brard says " they were apostates rather than apos- 
" ties." BaroniuSy in his Annals of the Tenth Cen- 
tury, says, " Men did not then see Popes, but 
" monsters." And again, " Quae tunc facies sanctae 
^' ecclesiae Romanae ! quum faedissimae, cum Romae 
'^ dominarentur potentissimae aequo ac sordidissimae 
" meretrices ! quorum arbitrio mutarentur sedes, 
" darentur episcopi, et quod auditur horrendum et 
** infandum est intruderentur in sedem Petri earum 
" amasii." p. 679, a.d. 912. The electors were 
neither clergy nor people, but two prostitutes, Theo- 
dora and Marozia, mother and daughter. They 
obtruded their lovers or their bastards into the 
chair of St. Peter, and the former placed there 
John X. " L'Infame Theodora fit elire pour Pape 
" le plus declare de ses amans, qui fiit appele 
** Jean X. " He was a victim of sensuality. John XII. 
ascended the papal throne in 955, when he was but 
eighteen years old. Platina says, he surpassed all 
his predecessors in debauchery. In a Roman Synod 
before Otho the Great he was found guilty of blas- 
phemy, perjury, profanation, impiety, simony, sacri- 
lege, adultery, incest, violation and murder. He 
often sold the sacrament of Orders, and consecrated 
a boy deacon of ten years old a bishop. He killed 
a subdeacon named John by emasculation, and Be- 
nedict by putting out his eyes ; and in the wanton- 
ness of cruelty cut off the nose of one cardinal, and 
the hand of another. He drank a health to the 
devil, invoked Jupiter and Venus, lived in open 
adultery with the wives of the Romans, and com- 
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mitted incest with Stephania his father's mistress. 
After his deposition he regained the holy See, but 
being caught in adultery, Luitprand says he was 
killed by the devil, but more probably by the hus- 
band. Bellarmine says he was nearly the wickedest 
of the popes. 

Boniface murdered his predecessor, and seized the 
papal throne in 974. He instigated Crescentius to 
strangle Benedict VI. and to place him on the 
throne : but the Roman citizens provoked with his 
atrocity expelled him the city. He robbed the 
Vatican, however, and fled with the treasure to 
Constantinople, and Benedict VII. was placed in his 
stead, who held the Papacy nine years against Bo- 
niface, and was succeeded by John XIV, Boniface 
having sold his treasures for a very large sum, re- 
turned to Rome, dethroned John, whom he shut up 
in St. Angelo till he died of starvation, and then 
exposed his dead body in the public streets. Within 
four months of this murder he died suddenly, and 
his naked carcase was dragged through the streets. 

In 1073 Gregory VIL was elected on the day of 
his predecessor's funeral by the soldiers and the 
mob, through force and bribery, without the con- 
currence of the clergy or the Emperor : Du Pin 
and Bruys say he obtained the throne by simony. 
Cardinal Benno says he was guilty of simony, 
sacrilege, magic, sorcery, treason, impiety, and mur- 
der. Three years after his becoming Pope, he was 
accused before the Council of Worms in 1076. 
Forty-six German prelates found him guilty of si- 
mony, heresy, adultery, and many other crimes; 
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and they declared that he preferred the society of 
prostitutes to that of respectable women, and adul- 
tery and incest to matrimony. Another council in 
1078, at Brescia, found him guilty of the same 
crimes and deposed him. Gregory was a very able 
and very unscrupulous man : he admitted that the 
Emperor's sanction was necessary to the validity of 
his election, and carried papal usurpations beyond 
what they had ever attained before, whence he is 
lauded by one party and abused by another. In 
1294, Boniface VIII. tricked his predecessor, Ce- 
lestine, out of the pontifical throne, by speaking to 
him through a pipe. He was accused of every 
crime; he asserted that men and beasts had the 
same souls ; that the Gospels taught many truths 
and some lies ; he denied the Trinity and the In- 
carnation, and said that he believed no more in the 
Virgin Mary than in an ass, or in her Son than in 
the foal of an ass. 

John XXIII. poisoned Alexander his predecessor. 
He was convicted before the Council of Constance 
of forty crimes. He abandoned the town of Bologna 
to all manner of cruelty. He violated married 
women and nuns. " Multos juvenes destruxit in 
" posterioribus, quorum unus in fluxu sanguinis de- 
*' cessit. Violavit tres virgines sorores, et cognavit 
" matrem et filium et pater vix evasit." He was 
deposed from the Papacy, but Martin, his successor, 
made him a cardinal. 

Sixtus IV. in 1471, established brothels in Rome, 
which produced 20,000 ducats a year. He conspired 
to murder two of the Medici family, his rivals. 
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Alexander VI., says Daniel, by his debauchery, 
perfidy, ambition, malice, inhumanity and irreligion, 
was the execration of all Europe. Incest and 
simony were his prevailing characteristics. He 
bought the Papacy, and then sold all the offices, so 
that it was said of him at the time, that he first 
bought and then sold the keys, the altar, and the 
Saviour. He was at length poisoned in an attempt 
of his own to poison the whole college of cardinals, 
that he might again sell those offices. 

Julius II. was a worthy successor of Alexander, 
and trod in his footsteps. Two extracts from his- 
torians must suffice : one describes him as " Tout 
" ronge de verole : " the other says, *^ Duobus no- 
** bilissimi generis adolescentibus stuprum intu- 
" lerit.'* He gained the papal throne by fraud and 
violence, and kept all Europe in turbulence by his 
love of war and ambition. 

Leo X. in 1513, was an atheist, and called reve- 
lation a fable in the presence of Cardinal Bembo. 

I will pursue this horrid list of the infalUble in- 
heritors of " St. Peter's association with our Lord " 
no further. They whose sense of right and wrong 
is not entirely deadened by priestly sophistry, feeling 
disgusted at the false pretensions of individual 
Popes, take refuge in councils. " True," say they, 
" these were monsters indeed, but their presidency 
" was merely formal, and the Holy Ghost guided 
" both the collective piety and the wisdom of coun- 
" cils." Let us see, then, what are the historical 
facts recorded by Roman Catholic historians respect- 
ing the composition and conduct of councils. 
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St. Gregory Nazianzen says, he never saw a sy- 
nod which had a happy terminationy and that their 
discussions were carried on like the quarrels of 
geese and cranes. Concerning that of Constanti- 
nople, he says, it was a cahal of wretches only fit 
for a house of correction ; " flagiones et pistrinis 
" digni." 

The second Nicene Council approved of a filthy 
tale sanctioning perjury and fornication, rather than 
the ahandonment of image worship : ^^ Expedit tibi 
** potius, ut non dimittas in civitate ista lupanar in 
^^ quod non introeas, quam ut recuses adorare Do- 
** minum et Deum nostrum Jesum Christum, cum 
" propria matre sua in imagine." — Labb. viii. 902. 
When Pope Innocent had returned from the Ge- 
neral Council of Lyons, Cardinal Hugo made a 
farewell speech to the people for him, in which he 
congratulated the town that when the bishops and 
clergy arrived in it they had found three brothels, 
and now the Pope had left it there was but one, and 
that comprised the whole city. *' Tria vel quatuor 
^' prostibula invenimus ; unum solum relinquimus : 
" verum ipsam durat continuatum ab orientali 
" porta civitatis usque ad occidentalem." — M. Parisy 
792. These are the priests who teach that celibacy 
leads to more purity than marriage. Baptiya de- 
scribes his brethren at the Council of Constance ; 
" Presque tout le clerge est sous la puissance du 
** diable. Dans les prelats il n'y a que malice, ini- 
^ quite, ignorance, vanite, orgueil, avarice, simonie, 
" lascivete, hypocrisie." In Lenfan, ii. 95. Ac- 
cording to Dachery, more than 700 prostitutes at-^ 
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tended the council. " Sept cens dix huit femmes 
'* publiques." But the Vienna manuscript says 
1500. 

In the Council of Basle the bishops listened to a 
long dissertation by Carlerius, the champion of the 
papal faction, in favour of prostitution : " aufer me- 
'^ retrices de rebus humanis, turbaveris omnia libidi- 
'' nihusr—Labb. 17, 986. 

Such being the condition of the Popes themselves, 
and such the mode of conducting councils, let us see 
how St. Peter, to whom Mr. Wilberforce and the 
Romish authors attribute all things done in the 
Church, fulfilled, by means of his successors, the 
apostolic work of preparing the Church as a pure 
and holy bride for the Lamb : and we will only take 
the period between the Norman conquest and the 
Reformation. 

Of the eleventh century the popish historian Gian- 
none writes : " L'eglise etait dans un etat pitoyable, 
" defiguree par les plus grands desordres, et plongee 
'* dans un chaos d'impietes." Another says, " Quis 
^* non putaret Deum oblitum ecclesise suae." 

In the next centuries we read, after describing the 
wickedness of all classes : " Toume toi vers le clerg^, 
" tu y verra la tente de la Bete ; ils negligent le 
" service divin ; ils souillent le sacerdoce par leurs 
" impuretes, seduisent le peuple par leurs hypocri- 
'* sies, renient Dieu par leurs ceuvres.*' Bernard 
Bays of the clergy and to them : " dicemini pastores 
" cum sitis raptores ; sititis enim sanguinem ; non 
*^ sunt pastores, sed traditores ; ministri Christi sunt, 
^* et serviunt Antichristo : vendunt homicidia, adul- 
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** teria, fomicationes, sacrilegia, perjuria." A little 
further on he says : " Serpit hodie putrida tabes per 
'^ omne corpus ecclesioe. Intestina et insanabilis est 
" plaga ecclesiae. Quae enim in occulto fiunt ab 
" episcopis, turpe est dicere." 

Yes, the plague of Rome is incurable, and she must 
be overthrown by violence like a millstone cast into 
the sea. 

Let us next observe how the Popes, and the clergy 
under them, executed the commission to feed Christ's 
lambs, to bear them in their bosom, and especially the 
weak, the erring, and the feeble. In 630 a cruel 
device against the Jews was passed in the Council of 
Toledo. In 11 60 the Council of Oxford forbad any 
of the Waldenses to receive alms or lodging, and com- 
manded them to be branded and driven naked out 
of the city. Twenty councils instigated princes to 
the work of blood ; and in 1245 the fourth of Late- 
ran decreed, that all kings should be deposed who 
refased to persecute, and their crowns disposed of to 
some other. The emperor Frederick, instigated by 
the clergy, in 1224 published four edicts, condemning 
all who raised a voice against Romish wickedness. 
In 1228 the king of France followed, with a similar 
proclamation, at the same instigation. Modern Pa- 
pists have pretended that the work of blood was occa- 
sioned by the princes in the Councils, but they never 
voted, and the priests might as easily have excom- 
municated the offenders as the victims. For twenty 
years a war against the Waldenses was proclaimed 
by the Pope as a holy war, in which the soldiers at^ 
tended mass in the morning, and then proceeded to 
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defile and exterminate without respect to rank, age 
or sex, every inhabitant of that country : while a spe- 
cial Legate from the Pope attended to stimulate the 
brutal passions of the soldiery, and commanded them 
to kill all, whether guilty or innocent, justifying his 
wickedness by saying, " God would know his own.'* 
The Popish historian Velly, says, that he shuddered 
whilst recounting all these horrors. For three months 
detachments of soldiers were employed in destroying 
all the houses, vineyards and cattle : the country 
became a desert : and it was calculated that 300,000 
of the Pope's soldiers perished in carrjring into effect 
his way of fulfilling St. Peter's office of feeding 
Christ's sheep. The most inhuman of these mon- 
sters were rewarded with the highest honours the 
Pope had to confer. Their acts were celebrated at 
Rome by the singing of Te Deums. 

In 1562 Pope Pius IV. sent an army against the 
Waldenses, the horrifying transactions of which have 
been described with fidelity by Popish historians, 
and it is remarkable that none but priests have been 
found to justify or palliate these acts. Men, wonien 
and children were killed in indiscriminate carnage. 
Infants and sick persons were murdered in cold blood. 
Children were snatched from their mother's arras 
and butchered with clubs. Some were thrown from 
a rock on which the city was builded ; some were 
roasted over slow fires. M any were thrown on hooks 
and daggers. Varillas says, " ils prirent plaisir ^ 
" couper les parties secretes." Thuanus says, " Pueri 
" multi item rapti, et ad nefandum libidinem satian- 
" dum ad miseram captivitatem abducti." Women 
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with child were suspended on posts, and their bowels 
let out with knives : old and young were violated ; 
ladies of rank and accomplishments were abandoned 
to the will of the soldiery : " Les dames furent ex- 
" posees nues k la risee publique, avec des cornes 
" enfonces dans les parties que la pudeur defend de 
" nommer." 

The massacre of St. Bartholomew in 1 572 is better 
known : and a new ecclesiastical history has been 
written to show that this was not a religious but a 
political question. This new priestly falsehood is 
proved by the Pope going in procession to give thanks 
for the massacre, " sous le nom de triomphe de 
" FEgUse." 

It is to be remembered that these cruelties are 
systematic : that they are not the outbreaks of violent 
and bad men which are disowned by others, and con- 
demned as exceptions to a rule : they are the means 
by which to this day the successors of St. Peter, they 
who say they are endued with his spirit transmitted 
to them, declare the Church ought to be ruled : for 
proof of this we have only to turn to the offices used 
in celebration of these blood-thirsty men : Ferdinand 
of Spain is specially held up to the admiration of 
other Papists that he, propriis manibus, carried the 
faggots with which men and women were burned 
alive. The Papists' organ in France has lately de- 
clared as follows : " L'heresiarche, examine et con- 
" vaincu par I'eglise, etait livre au bras seculier et 
" puni de mort. Rien ne m'a jamais semble plus 
" naturel et plus necessaire. Plus de cent milles 
" hommes perirent par suite de I'heresie de Wicleff ; 

L 
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" cette de Jean Huss en fit p^rir plus encore. On 
" ne pent mesurer ce que ITieresie de Luther a fait 
" coule de sang, et ce rCest pas fini. Apr^s trois 
" slides nous sommes h la veille Hun recommence- 
" ment Pour moi ce que je regrette, je Tavoue 
" franchement, c'est qu'on n'ait pas brule Jean Huss 
" plus tot, et qu'on n'ait pas egalement trouve quel- 
" que prince assez pieux et assez politique pour mou- 
" voir une croisade centre les protestans." Wicklifle, 
Huss and Luther were all poor men without material 
power of any kind to make blood flow, and therefore 
however much was shed, it must lie at the door of 
the Successor of St. Peter. 

The portraiture of the infallible heads of the 
Church would be incomplete if I did not add a few 
of the blasphemous titles which Peter's pretended 
successors have assumed to themselves, or which 
have been conferred upon them with their approba- 
tion. Pithou, 29 ; Jacobatius, vii. ; Gibert, 2. 9 ; 
Decret. 1. tit. vii. ciii.; Durandus, i. 51, say, on the 
authority of the Roman Canon law that, " the Pope 
" occupies the place not of a mere .man, but of the 
" true God." " Non puri hominis, sed veri Dei." 
Gregory II. in Labb^ says, " the whole western na- 
" tions reckoned Peter a terrestrial God." Nicholas 
I. says, " the Emperor Constantino conferred the 
" appellation of God on the Pope, who therefore being 
" God, cannot be judged by man." " Cum nee 
" posse Deum, ab hominibus judicari manifestum 
" est." Labbe. The Roman Canon law in the gloss 
calls the Pope " our Lord God." " Dominus Deus 
^^ noster Papa;" and the consequence is that the 
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Pope is above all tribunals. He will probably meet 
his doom from Lynch Law. " Papae nuUus audeat 
" dicere, Domine cur ita facis ? " Tit. iv. c. 2. The 
Canon Law also declares that the Pope is above all 
law, and can change the essence of all things, making 
that lawful which was hitherto unlawful : " Habet 
** plenitudinem potestatis, et supra jus est." — Gibertj 
1 0. 3. *^ Immutat substantialem rei naturam faciendo 
" de illegitimo, legitimum." — DuranduSj i. 60. 

« These be thy Gods, O Israel." This is the 
guidance, and these are the guides for which Mr. 
Wilberforce has left the Anglican and placed himself 
under the direction of the Popish bishops. That 
such Popes, such bishops, such successors of St. 
Peter never have rightly guided nor could rightly 
guide the Church of Christ, many Eoman Catholics 
themselves declare. In the Council of Constance 
one honest man at least, and there were more, spoke 
the truth : Gerson said, *^ N'est ce pas une chose 
" bien ridicule, qu'un homme simoniaque, avare, 
" menteur, exacteur, fornicateur, superbe, fastueux, 
" pire, en un mot, qu'un d^mon, pretende avoir la 
" puissance de lier et de delier dans le ciel et sur la 
" terre." — Gerson in Teufran^ 2, 288. Cardinal 
Madruccio in the Council of Trent declared, " The 
" Holy Spirit will not dwell in men who are vessels 
" of impurity ; and from such therefore no right 
" judgment can be expected in matters of faith : and 
" the Legates told them that in vain they would call 
" on the Spirit of God."— ia&i. 20. 13. 

Let us now see what is said of the inferior Clergy. 
To transcribe what Popish historians declare of the 
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vices of the Clergy would make a large volume ; 
a few particulars only from the tenth century to the 
Beformation must suffice to show the effect of the in- 
fallible guidance of the Bishops of Rome. 

In the eleventh century we read : " Piety and holi- 
" ness have fled from the earth, whilst irregularity 
" and iniquity among all, and especially amongst 
" the Clergy everywhere reigned. The Sacra- 
" ments in many parts of Christendom ceased to be 
*^ dispensed." 

Of the twelfth and thirteenth centuries we read : 
*f The throne of the beast seemed to be fixed among 
*f the clergy, who neglected God, stained the priest- 
" hood with impurity, demoralized the people with 
** their hypocrisy, denied the Lord by their works, 
** and rejected the revelation which God gave for 
** the salvation of man." The description of St. 
Bernard is as strong, but too long for transcription. 

Of the fourteenth and fifteenth centuries Cardinal 
AUiaco says, " the Church is come to such a state 
" that it is worthy of being governed only by repro- 
" bates." Mariana says, " the wickedness of the 
" Pontiff has descended ; and pervaded all below 
" him." Petrarch, (Egidus, Mirandula, Fordun, all 
coincide. " The sacred temples," says one, " were 
" governed by pimps and Ganymedes, stained with 
^* the sin of Sodom. The retreats formerly sacred 
" to unspotted virgins were converted into brothels 
" and the haunts of obscenity and abomination." 
Agrippa says, " the Bishops taxed the inferior 
" Clergy for permission to violate the laws of chas- 
" tity, and one boasts of having eleven thousand 
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" priests who each paid him apiece of gold (aureum) 
" annually." 

The sixteenth century is described in more detail 
by Antonius, and all to the same purport. 

Clemanzis says, " the adultery, impurity, and ob- 
" scenity of the clergy was beyond all description. 
" Par pudeur il aime mieux tirer le rideau sur les 
" abominations qui se commettent dans leurs cou- 
" vents qu'il appelle les bordels de Venus. Aujourd'- 
** hui voiler une fiUe c'est la prostituer." 

Mezeray just before the Reformation says that 
the French ecclesiastics were all fornicators and 
drunkards. 

The Duke of Bavaria in 1 562 by his ambassador 
at the Council of Trent declared, " Le clerge s'etoit 
** rendu infame a cause de son impudicite." The 
Emperor in 1564 declared that the vices of the clergy 
were dangerous to the souls of the people. The 
clergy themselves admitted such to be the case, and 
laid the whole blame, where truly it is justly due, 
even upon the falsely pretended infallible successor 
of St. Peter by his injunction against marriage. 

Of all the sins of the Papal system this is probably 
the greatest, because the institution of marriage is 
coeval with the creation of mankind. God shewed 
that men were not intended to live without women, 
because it is the type of the high and holy mystery 
of Christ and His Church. It is hence the founda- 
tion of all happiness, and good order, domestic and 
political. It is indeed sometimes asked whether men 
who take the vow of celibacy upon them may not 
look to God's power to enable them to keep it, since 
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they do so with a view of pleasing God ; the answer 
to this is first, that in the majority of cases the vow 
is taken with no such ohject : children are educated 
for the priesthood firom their tenderest years, as for 
any other trade, and take the vow before they are 
capable of knowing what they undertake : a most 
wicked thing on the part of their parents and of the 
older priests. In the next place, men cannot look 
to God to bless them in violating the ordinance.which 
He has instituted for their holiness. God does not 
contradict Himself as the successor to Peter does. 
God does not first ordain marriage for man's blessing, 
and then bless man's contempt of it. Rather we 
should expect that that would occur which has taken 
place, namely, that He would permit to be mani- 
fested the wickedness and misery both private and 
public which results from men despising those things 
which He has devised for ensuring their happiness. 
Chastity is not to be attained by vows but by mar- 
riage ; and by no other means is it possible. 

It was the profligacy of the Popish clergy and 
not the profligacy of Henry VHI. that produced the 
so-called Reformation. The whole body of the laity, 
and particularly the common people were disgusted 
at the hypocrisy of the clergy, and enraged at the 
violation of their own domestic purity. It was not 
the avarice of the nobles, who wanted the church 
property, so much as the avarice of the clergy, which 
disgusted the people by contrast with their pretended 
deadness to earthly enjoyments. It is the profligacy 
of the clergy now which has led to their holding 
their precarious lives only by the support of the 
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bayonets of the secular princes. All history shews 
that no country in Europe since Christianity was 
established, has had a race of sovereigns amongst 
whom so large a proportion of its members has 
been guilty of incest and unnatural crimes as the 
Papal sovereigns of Rome : nor can any class of 
men, military, naval, legal, scientific, commercial 
or other, be shown to have been so steeped in vice 
as the clergy of the Church of Rome. 

Our Lord declares that in the absence of all other 
evidences we shall know true from false teachers by 
the fruits which they bear. A fruit upon a tree is 
a thing obvious to all mankind : it is as clear to the 
unlearned as to the learned : it requires no scientific 
knowledge of the circulation of sap, and of the for- 
mation of sugar ; good or bad fruit is a thing patent 
to the common sense and taste of all. The above 
descriptions of the Popish clergy are not taken from 
Protestants, nor from Greeks, nor from any sects 
hostile to the Romish Church, but from Roman Ca- 
tholic writers, and some of these Cardinals, Bishops 
and Priests themselves. These writers did not busy 
themselves in raking up all the secret doings in con- 
vents and nunneries, nor in the confessionals ; they 
have declared only that which was matter of noto- 
riety at the times in which they severally wrote. 
They lived moreover in states where freedom of the 
press was unknown, ruled by popish priests who sup- 
pressed all knowledge of their own misdeeds as much 
as possible, and forbad the circulation of every book 
of which they did not approve. It is obvious there- 
fore, that had these writers been enemies of the 
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Church, and had the press been free, the picture 
would have been more disgusting than it is from the 
extracts given in the course of these pages. In fact 
not a tithe of the vice practised, where the priests 
were sole masters, will ever be known. The extracts, 
however, are given in all their revolting accuracy, 
because few Roman Catholic or Protestant gentle- 
men are acquainted with the real state of the papal 
system. Some of the best read and most highly 
educated Roman Catholics have declared to me that 
except from the writings of Pascal, they had had no 
idea of the iniquities inculcated by their clergy un- 
til I drew their attention to Liguori. The great 
point for which the priests are fighting throughout 
Europe at the present moment is, to have the exclu- 
sive instruction of youth in their own hands : and 
they oppose all schools conducted by laymen. They 
have separate seminaries for boys who are educating 
for the priesthood ; one of the works published for 
these boys is entitled " Dissertatio in sextum Deca- 
" logi pr^Bceptum, etc. auctore J. B. Bouvier, Paris, 
" 1849." At the head of this volume is printed — 
" Avis essentiel. Toute demande de cet ouvrage 
" doit etre accompagnee d'une autorisation de M. 
*' le superieur du grand seminaire du diocese, ou d'un 
" vicaire general ; sans cette formalite indispensable 
" il n'en sera delivre aucun exemplaire." The ta- 
ble of contents of subjects in which these boys are 
instructed contains the following. " De fornicatione ; 
" de meretricis ; de incestu ; de clericis ad turpia 
" sollicitantibus ; de poUutione ; an liceat gaudere 
" de poUutione inculpabiliter contingenti ; de sodo- 
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" mia ; de bestialitate, &c. &c." In these semina- 
ries, and in all the instruction of youth, whether cle- 
rical or lay, the boys are submitted to processes not 
intended to habituate their minds to reason on any 
subject, but to keep them the superstitious slaves of 
the priests. They are taught to be spies upon each 
other, and in after life every Popish husband, wife, 
parent and child are spies upon each other, and are 
compelled to tell all secrets to the priests. The 
priests declare that the highest Christian attainment 
is to lie at their bidding, for which end Cardinal 
Wiseman has recommended the exercises of Loyola 
for all the Roman Catholic noblemen and gentlemen 
in England, in which exercises it is declared that the 
highest point of perfection is to say that white is 
black, and black is white, when the priests require 
them to do so. And now even " Fleury's Ecclesi- 
" astical History " does not content them ; and they 
have been for some time employed in France in 
writing another to supersede it. The things taught 
have been unknown because their wickedness and 
their grossness made writers soften down, and cast a 
veil over things with the mention of which they de- 
clined to sully their pages ; and one evil in the pre- 
sent state of society is, that while men commit as 
many sins as ever, they pretend fastidiousness in the 
names by which those sins are called. Hence the 
priests have escaped in the depth of the abominations 
which others were afraid to expose ; it was therefore 
indispensable to state the true characters of Popes, 
Councils, Clergy, and Popish countries in the ipsis- 
sima verba of the historians who have been quoted. 



170 BY THEIR FRUITS 

" By their fruits ye shall know them ;" and let it 
be borne in mind that the period of time which is 
commonly designated " the dark ages," is that period 
in which the domination of ecclesiastics was the most 
undisputed ; and that the intellectual enlightenment 
of the world has been in exact proportion as " the 
" infallible guidance of the successors of Peter" has 
been rejected. In the same proportion also has mo- 
rality flourished, as is proved in " Les nations catho- 
^' liques et les nations protestantes comparees sous le 
" triple rapport du bien etre, des lumi^res, et de la 
" moraUte." 

I have recently published a list of testimonies re- 
lating to the proceedings in convents, places in which 
the priests persuade their dupes that the inmates en- 
ter in order to practise the ** evangelical perfections,*' 
but which have ever been the harems of the clergy. 
I gave forty-seven extracts from writings of various 
bishops, historians, and synods in proof of this state- 
ment : and it is not possible that any houses should be 
otherwise in which women are locked up, and men 
keep the key. These references begun with the year 
673, and were continued down to the present time. 
I reiterate the charge made on another occasion that 
convents have been made instruments of cruelty and 
profligacy without one redeeming advantage. I will 
not copy again what no one has dared to deny, but 
I give one sample not published then, from the journal 
of General Dumourier, a royalist French General, 
immediately before the revolution. He says, " The 
" clergy of Portugal is much too powerful, and far 
" too numerous, for the general population. The 
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^^ monks, nuns and priests amount to more than 
" 200,000 in a country which contains but 2,000,000 
" of inhabitants. The Portuguese clergy is equally 
" ignorant and dissolute ; the liberty and power at- 
" tached to this order of men occasion the most pub- 
^ lie profanation of its character. That scandalous 
" conduct which lessens the veneration of the peo- 
" pie, is more injurious to religion than the conti- 
" nual raillery of the English, the introduction of phi- 
" losophical books, and the quarrels with the court 
" of Rome. The monks live in the most unre- 
** strained licentiousness, and the nuns have been to 
" the present time, little better than cloistered pros- 
" titutes. All the convents follow the example of 
" that of Odivelas, where 300 beautiful and coquet- 
** tish nuns formed a seraglio for John V., which has 
" been the hotbed of royal illegitimate children, and 
" where besides each of these religious ladies had 
" her particular lovers. Throwing aside their pro- 
** fessional habits, covered with rouge and with dia- 
" monds, they exhibit and practise the most refined 
" gallantry, and pass for the most attractive favour- 
" ites of the Portuguese nobility. ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ The 
" clergy of Portugal, with the religious orders, both 
'^ male and female, may be considered as the most 
^^ licentious, and the most abandoned in the Christian 
" World." p. 174. 

A later developed fruit that has been borne by the 
system established by the successors to the pretended 
supremacy of St. Peter, is of the highest practical 
importance, and is brought home to every individual 
in the papacy. Shortly after the Beformation com- 
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mencedy Ignatius Loyola established his order, known 
subsequently by the name of the Jesuits, with the 
express object of combating Protestantism. As the 
Protestants in proportion to the violence of their an* 
tipathy to Rome, and in order to testify against the 
profligacy of the priests which was of course followed 
by the laity, assumed an unusual austerity in dress, 
and outward demeanour ; established in many cities 
sumptuary laws ; and adopted generally in their re- 
ligious assemblies, the practices most opposite to those 
of Roman Catholics, so did the Jesuits in their turn 
oppose whatever they found most distinctive amongst 
Protestants. Thus in order to counteract the seve- 
rity of morals and manners which these latter incul- 
cated, the Jesuits carried out the system invented by 
Padre Bartolomeo to the utmost excess of palliation, 
and even of justification for every kind of crime ; di- 
viding more minutely than Thomas Aquinas, ofifences 
against God into mortal and venial, and urging the 
necessity of examining in the confessional the most 
secret thoughts of individuals in every family ; this 
confession to be made every week, whilst the practice 
hitherto had only been three times a year, and the 
Council of Trent fixed once : various disagreeable 
observances were enjoined in expiation of sins real 
or pretended, and also a system of dispensation for 
these expiatory observances, to be obtained by pecu- 
niary payments, commonly called Indulgences. 

In the course of a few years, the Jesuit Fathers, 
being all priests under vows of celibacy, drew up 
divers treatises upon every the most revolting sub- 
ject, forming a large library of books, exceeding in 
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filth and obscenity anything that has ever occurred 
even in heathen countries. Of these works several 
editions have been published ; the circulation of so|ne 
has been prohibited ; the study of them was confined 
to the priests, and kept as much as possible from the 
knowledge of the laity, who in general amongst Pa- 
pists are very ignorant of religious subjects. As the 
order became powerful from its wealth, its prac- 
tices were such, and to so great an extent did it in- 
culcate lessons of falsehood, deceit, murder, and all 
wickedness, that almost all the Roman Catholic sove- 
reigns at length expelled the Jesuits from their do- 
minions as dangerous to the stability of their thrones, 
and to the morals of their people : these sovereigns 
also called upon the Pope to suppress the order, 
which suppression after much resistance was effected, 
and their books prohibited. Pascal exposed their 
wickedness in a work which none of them ever at- 
tempted to answer ; and an equally powerful work 
entitled, " Pascal the Younger," has been lately pub- 
lished in London, shewing the practical application 
of their doctrines to the direction of the people. 

Notwithstanding their suppression by the Pope, 
and the hostility of the princes, these rebellious sons 
of the Church now boast that they printed and sold 
upwards of 200 editions of " Busenbaum's Theologia 
" Moralis," a work which condenses into a short 
space all the worst points in the Jesuit system. At 
length they persuaded a benevolent, weak, but learned 
old Neapolitan bishop to adopt their opinions. They 
worked upon his simplicity by representing the cru- 
elty of the doctrines of the Port Royalists, which de- 
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mandedstrict moral conduct, as constituting an essen- 
tial part of that ^^ holiness without which no man shall 
" 8§e the Lord ;*' they showed how their system was 
more lenient, and better adapted to the frailty of hu- 
manity, and poor Bishop Liguori adopted Busen- 
baum's work for his own, slightly expanding it, and 
injuring it by rendering its arrangement less perspicu- 
ous. At last they obtained from the college of the Pro- 
paganda at Rome, and from the diflferent sacred col- 
leges, the sanction of Busenbaum s book under the 
name of Liguori's, and the declaration that Liguori 
never wrote a line deserving of censure ; and thus the 
Jesuits have succeeded in making the Pope succumb, 
and have compelled him to declare that to be imma- 
culate which former Popes declared to be infamous. 
Throughout Europe the term Jesuitical is used as 
synonymous with every thing that is artful, deceitful, 
and subversive of morals; that, therefore, is the 
character which Koman Catholics themselves have 
given of the Church of Rome, now that she has 
adopted the whole of their system. 

The last fruit which the papal system has borne 
is, the assertion that the mother of our Lord was con- 
ceived and bom without spot of original sin: not 
merely that she was kept by God's power from the 
thought or act of sin, but that she was neither included 
in the guilt of Adam's transgression, nor was she in 
her being inclined to evil. Now if she was born of 
a human father and mother, this is not only a theo- 
logical untruth, but a physical impossibility. The 
question is one of fact more than of doctrine. It 
seems to be a trial of the extent to which priestcraft 
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and imposture may venture in trampling upon and 
insulting the common sense of the laity, whom they 
have reduced by their education to the lowest state 
of intellectual degradation. Those amongst them who 
have some sense of shame will affect to treat it as a 
theological mystery with which they need not med- 
dle ; but God holds every man responsible for the 
right use of the reason He has given him. 

The idolatry of the Virgin Mary, and the seeking 
to the intercession of dead men and women under the 
title of saints, is as gross as any thing in heathenism. 
God has declared that there is but one God and one 
Mediator, and to multiply mediators is as idolatrous 
and blasphemous as to multiply Gods. The papal 
idea of heaven is that of the Elysian fields. Souls are 
not men, but man is a compound of soul and body : 
and as the Fathers held soundly upon another but 
kindred point, that ^^ generation is not of parts but 
" of persons," so regeneration, or resurrection from 
the dead is not of parts but of persons ; and if it be 
true that bones and teeth of dead men are now locked 
up in the papal churches as relics, it proves that the 
souls to which these bones belong are not yet raised 
from the dead. 

In its essence this new dogma denies that the Son 
of God took our nature : and they think to avoid 
this by saying that immunity from original sin was 
specially conferred upon her. This shows the error 
in their minds about the nature of sin, in what it con- 
sists, and how it acts ; but taking the question on 
their own grounds, this favour must have been con- 
ferred upon the blessed Virgin when she was macu- 
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late or when she was immaculate. If when she was 
maculate, then cadit questio : if immaculate, then the 
gift conferred nothing which she had not before. That 
a hundred old men in their second childhood should 
have met in solemn pomp to declare such absurdi- 
ties is a melancholy example of what the huQian 
mind is capable. 

Kome has just added another title to her name of 
Blasphemy, by which St. John designates the false 
Church in the Apocalypse, by publishing anew the 
Parody on the Te Deum by Bonaventura. A few 
verses must suffice as a specimen of the whole. 

" We praise Thee, O Mother of God, we acknow- 
" ledge Thee Mary Virgin. 

" All the earth doth worship Thee, spouse of the 
" Eternal Father. 

" To Thee Angels and Archangels ; to Thee 
" Thrones and Principalities humbly bow down, 

# # « # # 

" To Thee all angelic beings with ceaseless vow 
" of praise do cry, 

" Holy, Holy, Holy Mary, Mother of God ; both 
" Virgin and Mother. 

" The glorious company of the Apostles praise 
" Thee, the Mother of their Creator. 

# ♦ * * # 

" Thou art the Mediatrix betwixt God and Man, 
*^ the lover of us mortals and the light of Heaven.'* 

The question then occurs : if the Clfurch has not 
been guided through these wicked Popish bishops, 
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how has Christ's promise to be with her been fulfilled ; 
and how has she been continued ? As a body organized 
according to her original form under living Apostles, 
she has clearly not existed : neither have Christian 
people been edified or perfected by means of the con- 
tradictory doctrines of divers sects, each supporting 
their dogmas with texts qf Scripture. The Church 
has been continued by the Sacraments : by the inani- 
mate things into which the perversity of man could 
not enter. By the Sacrament of Baptism God has 
from time to time regenerated the sons of men, and 
by the Sacrament of the Holy Eucharist has He fed 
them with the body and blood of His Son, although 
they must ever be ignorant of the process. God hath 
seen that Holy and Unbloody sacrifice ccmtinually 
upon His altars, and thus has He been reminded of 
the death of Him who has obtained long-suffering and 
mercy for us : and by the sermons, and discourses, and 
conversations of many faithful believers, and espe- 
cially by the study of His Word, has He instructed the 
minds of all who endeavoured to do His will, and has 
preserved them unto eternal life. Every Christian 
man should tell his neighbour of the goodness of God^ 
of the love of Christ, and of the power of the Holy 
Ghost to cleanse him ; and when Bishops have re- 
fused to do so, God has raised up cobblers, and tail- 
ors, and the lowest of the people, who by their zeal 
and holiness have put the bishops to shame. But all 
Christendom, Greek, Nestorian, Latin, Anglican, 
Lutheran, Presbyterian, Independent, form now but 
one large congeries of di^unit^d baptized men, and 
not the well organized, one, holy body which God 

M 
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would have it to be. He commanded His followers 
to go and teach men to observe and do the things 
which He had showed them ; so far as they have 
obeyed His will. He has been with them ; but so far 
as they have taught what He did not command them ; 
have assumed power over secular princes ; have set up 
a fifth monarchy resembling the other monarchies of 
this world ; have taught men to murder their fellows 
under pretext of promoting His religion; have lorded 
it over God's heritage ; have refused His people the 
perusal of His word ; have poured contempt upon 
His holy institution of marriage ; have pretended to 
be infallible; have become possessed of lands and 
houses, of gold and silver, and lived deliciously, 
He has not been with them ; He has been against 
them ; and unless they repent, He is now rising up 
to destroy them. 

As a question between the Churches of Rome and 
England, it is perfectly useless to defend the latter. 
In an ecclesiastical point of view she is inferior, and 
daily dying out. The most active of her number 
have renounced priesthood, and sacraments, and she 
is fast becoming a mere voluntary preaching institu- 
tion. In this state her clergy have no right to tithes, 
and the state will and ought to take that property, 
and use it for secular ends. On the other hand, in 
a moral point of view, the Churches in England are 
immeasurably superior to that of Rome. There is 
a spirit of freedom and intelligence amongst their 
members educated in their schools and universities, 
which contrasts strikingly with the crushed and 
cowed, nerveless things sent forth by the priests of 
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Oscot, Stonyhurst and Maynooth. The zeal for the 
Word of God in all times in this land has been 
blessed by Him, and He has conferred civil liberty 
upon those who have first won religious liberty for 
themselves ; whilst all the pretended struggles for 
liberty by the Papists are directed only to one end, 
which is, that the chains of priestcraft, ignorance, 
falsehood and imposture, may be riveted more firmly 
upon their own necks, and afterwards upon the 
necks of the rest of mankind. Christendom is err- 
ing in these days on the side of an unsanctified use 
of freedom, and Popery never can be established 
again. It is probable that all the systems will con- 
tinue together in mutual contention, till they are all 
destroyed together. One only chance remains for 
them, which is, to acknowledge the sin of their re- 
spective ways, and pray to God to fulfil His promise 
to the Church, of " restoring her judges as at the 
" first, and her counsellors as at the beginning," in 
order that she may " be called The city of righteous- 
" ness, the faithful city." Isaiah, i. 26. 

Mr. Wilberforce's book amounts to a complete 
demonstration of the permanency of the apostolic 
office, and the impossibility of the Church fulfilling 
the end for which she has been left by our Lord as 
a sojourner upon earth in the absence of living 
Apostles. He founds his argument on the divine 
constitution of the Church : he shows that in its ori- 
ginal form it was sufficient for its end : he shows 
that no sooner were Apostles removed than the 
Church found herself deprived of guidance : he de- 
scribes a certain substituted mode of meeting this : 
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it is a mode which was brought about by ambition, 
fraud, and forgeries: it is a mode which could only 
be universal by universal consent : he knows that 
universal consent was never given, and his attempts 
to set up a pretence of consent on the part of the 
Eastern Church wholly falls to the ground, 

God can use, and does use, the evil passions of 
men (Isaiah x. 5 — 12), " maJ^ing the wrath of man 
" to praise Him," — fraud, forgeries, and oppression 
for accomplishing His purpose. But these can never 
be, as Mr. Wilberforce makes them to be, the ope- 
ration of the organizing Spirit, even the Holy 
Ghost, dwelling in the Body of Christ. So that 
his whole book shows the absolute, necessity of an 
apostleship, and the absolute certainty of its restora- 
tion, because means which God appointed as the 
most effectual at the beginning must be the perpe- 
tual patrimony of the Church. His fine sentences 
about the Body of Christ, and the Indwelling Spirit, 
have no sense nor meaning, nor practical operation, 
but amongst a set of people despised by all, amongst 
whom, nevertheless, God is preparing a body through- 
out Christendom which shall shortly be translated 
to meet the Lord in the air. My present object is 
to show the true standing of the Church as dedu- 
cible from Mr. Wilberforce's principles ; and as the 
result that, as God's ordinances, the perpetual patri- 
mony of the Church could only have been lost 
through sin, the present duty of Anglicans, and 
of all others, is not to run away to Rome, a system 
founded on falsehood and forgery, but to repent and 
abide patiently in their places seeking God's mercy 
and returning grace. 
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It is high time for the different Christian sects t6 
kbandon the work at which they have been ever labour- 
ing, which is, to convert each other. One only thing 
can bring a common blessing to all, which is, to 
unite in continual prayer for the Prince of Peace to 
come again into the world, and establish His king- 
dom of righteousness and peace. This is the hope 
which was set before the Church from the begin- 
ning, and no sect is sound in the faith who has any 
other hope than this. This alone can make each 
forget its differences with its fellows, and merge 
them in a common prayer which shall benefit the 
whole. Perhaps Christendom never will put up 
this catholic prayer till the miseries of war, rapine, 
bloodshed are brought to the door of every man, and 
then they will cry out of the anguish of their hearts 
if not out of the depth of their love, to their Lord 
and Saviour. 

Mr. Wilberforce was a member of a small party 
in the Church of England which took its rise at 
Oxford, under the auspices of Dr. Pusey, and which 
seemed at first likely to benefit that church, by 
uniting the life of the Evangelical party with sounder 
ecclesiastical principles than are to be found in the 
latter sect. The wise, and more farseeing Papists 
saw in it from the beginning, nothing but a recruit- 
ing party for the see of Rome, and their predictions 
have been verified. Unfortunately symptoms of 
latent dishonesty were soon manifested among them, 
which took the form of infidelity in Fronde's remains, 
producing its perfect fruit in Mr. Newman. Symp- 
toms of systematic untruthfulness were displayed in 

m2 
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the Tracts for the Times, which justified the breach 
of obligations under the pretence of signing the bond 
** in a non natural sense." Such persons had the 
root of papal imposture already in them. Their igno- 
rance of principles in ecclesiastical buildings and 
furniture, and their arrogance in stating their opi- 
nions shown in the ecclesiologist ; their affectation 
of singularity in dress ; their silly disputes about 
preaching in a surplice or in an academic gown ; 
about whether an altar should be called altar or ta- 
ble ; whether it should have lights and flowers upon 
it ; their quibbling quarrels with their bishops, and 
defiance of episcopal supervision; their sacerdotal 
coxcombry displayed at St. Paul's, St. Barnabas, and 
other places, whilst unable to explain to their, asto* 
nished congregations any reasons for the changes 
introduced ; their assumption of priestly power and 
contempt for the laity ; these, and many other simi- 
lar things, raised a storm of indignation against 
them, for which the mild piety of Dr. Pusey was not 
sufficient to compensate. Almost all who had any 
talent^ amongst them have been seduced to join the 
papacy ,^ where they have adopted absurdities which 
have made them pbject^ of ridicule to the old mem- 
bers of that sect. Their subsequent conduct has 
proved, that it was neither love of truth, nor of holi- 
ness which led them to take that step, and there is 
to be s^en in some, the fiery eye and bloated coun- 
tenance, which is the usual concomitant of persons 
possessed of evil spirits. Whatever qualities Dr. 
Pusey may enjoy to qualify him to give a name to a 
sect, he has shown a lamentable want of capacity to 
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rule his followers. Some of this party have set up 
a journal which is inferior to none in personal scur- 
rillity towards their opponents ; in wilful ignorance 
of circumstances on which authentic information was 
easily to be had ; in unmanly attacks upon ladies ; 
and in want of veracity in pretended statements of 
facts. These are qualities which cannot enable them 
to lead men into truth, and which prevent that feel* 
ing of respect for them now, which their first labours 
called forth. They have even descended to astonish 
the weak minds of the old women of Frome by print- 
ing the lying legends of men, whom they call saints; 
legends which they cannot believe themselves, and 
which is another step in that career of untruthful- 
ness which has ever. been their dharacteristic. 

If Mr. Wilberforce has no higher end in view 
than that of enjoying a share in the profits of the 
grossest system of intellectual idolatry, moral de- 
pravity, and physical tyranny which ever degraded 
humanity^ he cannot pursue a better course than 
that on which, he. h^ recently entered. But if he 
have the godlike hope of declaring truth which alone 
can make, men free from low ambition that rests 
satisfied with pre-eminence in this world ; free from 
the gratificatiou of lusts which sacrifices the happi- 
ness of others to selfish enjojnnent; and free from 
the ignorance which obscures the hope of every 
happiness that it is possible for the Creator to give, 
and for the creature to enjoy throughout eternity, 
he must rise above the jargon of schoolmen, and 
speak in the common language of common men. 
The days of pioua credulity are gone : the infidel 
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spirit of the age which prevails in every place and 
every thing, will no longer permit men to rest satis- 
j&ed with conventional phrases or looks. The same 
boldness of ratiocination which is carried into all 
other subjects is carried into theology also. It will 
not do for writers to claim reverence for bad argu- 
ments because the subjects argued on are sacred : 
the subjects must be respected, but not religious 
slang : teachers must define what they mean by the 
words church, priest, sin, original sin, holiness, life, 
death, heaven, grace, real presence of an absent 
body, saints, immaculate conception, and in short by 
every expression which constitutes the armoury of 
religious combatants^ ready to be hurled at all 
heads in every variety of form. They must bring 
common sense to the Scriptures, and not dogmatize 
on figures and illustrations as if they were facts t 
they must separate facts from figures, from types, 
from symbols, from Hebrew idioms, from inadequate 
translations. They must learn to know God first as a 
God of Truth, and then of love, and lastly as a God 
of order. 

The theory of the Christian religion has a charm 
for some enquiring minds as the Newtonian theory 
of the solar system has for others, and doctrinal 
theology is the gnare of intellectual persons who 
"meditate on a future state. God did not endow men 
with reasoning faculties, and send His Son in their 
nature merely to lead them to admire a Thauma- 
turges. The ultimate object of religion is to bring 
men s thoughts and afiectioiis, and acts into unison 
with the thoughts, affections and acts of Jesus Christ ; 
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all theological studies which tend to this end are 
good ; all that fall short of it miss the mark. If 
any one thinks that this end is so easy of attainment 
that it can be arrived at without the ministries which 
God gave for this purpose, and that it is enough to 
attend the sermons of any teacher whom he himself 
shall elect, then let him abide in whatever Protestant 
sect is most agreeable to his fancy. If he think 
that the end will be attained by asserting in defiance 
of his sense of taste that the bread in his mouth is 
not bread but flesh, and the wine not wine but blood ; 
that virtues are vices, and vices virtues ; and that 
black is white, and white black at the dictation 
of a priest: that it is meritorious to lie : that a priest 
can change the law of God ; that a husband, or father, 
does his duty when he suflfers a priest to hold inde- 
cent language, and suggest unclean ideas to his wife 
and daughter, under pretext that he must bring 
them to true contrition and repentance ; and that it 
is praiseworthy to betray all the confidences of 
friendship ; in short to renounce the moral sense of 
right and wrong, and the natural sense of taste and 
smell, as well as those things which chiefly ennoble 
man — Truth, Liberty and Conscience: then let 
him unite himself to the Papacy, and therein grow 
into that preparation for the Man of Sin, of whom 
Rome is to be at first the help-meet and eventually 
the victim. 

FINIS. 
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